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INTRODUCTION 


ihe term ideology may be used to describe either com- 
Meeeimecr Mlatlonalism, Both are essentially belief systems 
MiegrewecOMedst Of 82 particular mode of thought. and result in 
a unique manner of viewing reality, Both the communist and 
Wiveotewelot OLber ready Solutions to complex problems, claim 
prophetic abilities and promise improvement in the human con- 
dition, Both political theories exhibit the common, ideologi- 
Cwereimerewet I selec Of reintorcement, i,é, their adherents 
tend to interpret events in such a way as to strengthen their 
faivhm in the system whether the actual phenomena are, in fact, 
COipacrele Wiukn Chet system or not, As is Usually the case 
with ideologies, they are #lso mutually exclusive, whereas 
the communist would improve matters through chenges in human 


7 


nature aimed at the eventual homogenization of mankind, the 
nationalist hopes to achieve better conditions or maintsin 

the status auo by either vreserving the differences which 
exist betieen his and other nationalities or offering others 
PicCwappareny weneciits of his own sysvem, The communist »romises 
that the world-wide acceptance of his political theory will 
result in the removel of all material deprivation and predicts 
CMe borieyionaleana local strife, The nationalist, on 


the other hand, offers greater wealth ana the protection of 


the interests of his own peoole either through achieving or 





maintaining national independence, 

The incompatible nature of these two ideologies would 
warrant the conclusion that the nationalist and communist 
would be inalterably opposed, In a world system of nation- 
states, based on nationalistic motives, a great power which 
had adopted the comnunist ideology would theoretically be 
heorecad FO COnGUCT 10S foreign policy in a most inimical en- 
vironment, In fact, the Soviet Union with its communist ide- 
ology finds allies and the communism gains adherents among 
the strongly netionalistic peoples of Asia, Africa and South 
America, 

There are many reasons for this apparent contradiction, 
The recognition of the bolshevik regime by other governments, 
admission of the U.S.S.R. to the League of Nations and the 
subsequent recognition of the satellite regimes together with 
their admission to the United Nations have all served to con- 
fer historical legitimacy on communist states and minimize 
the dangers to the nationel independence of others, Many eco- 
MemLcally beckward nationalities look to the U.S.S,R. as a 
SuecesctUlecevelonInfs Country in-contrest to those who have 
already reached an advanced stage of development, The afflu- 
ence of many western states, flagrantly advertised in commo- 
dity sales promotion, and the relatively lower standard of 


living enjoyed in the Soviet Union tend to polarize economic 
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issues into a seeming alliance of rich against poor, Western 
aid efforts, although occassionally well planned and executed, 
are frequentiy unable to generate a sufficiently rapid change 
to meet the aspirations of people with serious economic prob- 
lems, 

The causes mentioned above mey be categorized as erter- 
Nalities in the sense thet they all function in such a way as 
to create a favorable environment for Soviet foreign policy 
efforts at minimizing the disparity between their own system 
and the aspirations of the nationalist. These endeavors in- 
clude supnort of independence movements on a selective basis, 
an economic assistence program in opposition to western aid 
activities, and a massive vropaganda offensive designed to 
nullify any amicable attitudes toward the West while simul- 
taneously presenting the Soviet Union as the champion of the 
weak and ovopressed, Animosity toward the western powers is 
generated through repetitious accusations of capitalistic im- 
perialism and neo-colonialism, The benevolence of the Soviet 
Weion is Geqonstrated by issuing proclamations in suprort of 
national independence and freedom of self-determination, The 
charges of capitalistic exploitation are often accepted in 
underdeveloped nations since they provide a ready explanation 
for the economic ills found there, Self-determination is pre- 


Cusiely wae political commodity which the nationalist seeks, 





These two propaganda themes result inaneffective and ver- 
Seeeelre policy tool, 

There have been many studies published on Soviet na- 
tionality policies, Some authors investigate the history of 
the U.S.S.R. in its dealings with minority peoples and les- 
ser nations, Others take the theoretical approach and examine 
them iemetsol=heninist doctrines on the subject. However, I 
would argue thet these works suffer from a common weakness, 
thas should not be construed as a deficiency of scholarly 
application or incisive analysis. The problem lies in the 
need for evaluation end measurement against a standard, Since 
the yardstick for choosing and judging events or doctrinal 
statements is usually the value system of the author, his ar- 
guments and conclusions often Nosce their persuasive force 
when considered by individuals whose value orientation dif- 
fers, For this reason, the following essay pursues a separate 
course, I have attempted the comparison of a model of the na- 
tionalists! ideology with the chronological development of 
the communist ideology. This system is by no means ogen ane 
ae way otner then the choice of subject for its application, 
Karl Mannheim was, to the best of my knowledge, its founder, 


Emp Loyed COumeceulyeeitsweaqvanctcages lie in the lessening of 





lxarl Mannheim, Ideology and Utornia (New_York: Harcourt, 
Brace and Co,, 1951) 





the nunber of value-judgements made on the basis of the 
author's own philosophy alone and by highlighting the occa- 
eos VaemesMemedeclslons, are made out of necessity, 

The purpose of the essay, as already implied, is to 
dispel the illusion that there is any similarity between the 
two plans for advancing human welfare even though the com- 
munist doctrine has been neriodically modified in order to 
permit a wide variety of avparent concessions to the nationa- 
hist. These nominal concessions, which arise from necessity 
or expediency, disapvear whenever the political environment 
permits the communist to execute policy from a position of 


unchallenged supremacy, 





I, 


The Marvist Theory of Netionalism 


The word netionalism has been used to describe a great 


many movements including patriotism, imperialism end racism, 


This varied usage, together with the fact that netionalisn 


has been extolled and condemned, requires some clarification 


Oi the Gemme Boya C, Sheffer has analyzed the classical and 


more recent schelarly works devoted to the subject, Shafer 


concludes thet there are ten, common, identifiable charac- 


GCristrescmot Osese1One)igcm and lasts themas follows: 


ve 


eC. 


A certain defined (often vaguely) unit of terri- 
tory (whether possessed or coveted), 


SoremCewec CUulimmeoa) characteristics such @s 
language (or widely understood langueges), 
customs, manners and literature (folk tsles 
and lore are a beginning), If an individual 
believes he shares these, and wishes to con- 
tinue sharing then, he is usually said to be 
amember of the nstionality. 


Some common dominant social (as Christian) 
and economic (as capitalistic or recently com- 
menistac) institutions, 


A common independent or sovereign government 
(type does not metter) or the desire for one, 
The "principle" that each nstionelity should 
be separate @nd independent is involved here, 


A belief in @ common history (it can be in- 
vented) and in a common origin (often mista- 
kenly conceived to be racial in néture), 


A love or esteem for fellow nationals (not 
Netesoerily as im@ividuals), 








7, A devotion to the entity (however little com- 
orehended) called the nation, Which embodies 
the common territory, culture, social and eco- 
NemLC Insvitutions, government, and the fel- 
low nationals, send which is éet the same time 
(whether orgenism or not) more than their sum, 


8, A common pride in the achievements (often the 

ii etammorcwimaan tae Culbupal) of. this na- 

Chom ec 4 CermmOnrcoOrroWw in its tragedies 

(particulariy dts defeats). 

Pee uGmieteeeaeeet or sershoestility to other (not 

necessarily all) like groups, especially if 

these orevent or seem to threaten the sepa- 

rate national existence, 

10, A hope that the nation will have a great and 

glorious future (usually in territorial ex- 

pansion) and become supreme in some way (in 

world power if the netion is slready large), 
With these characteristics as an aid, nationalism may be 
broadly defined as the opinion that the people, lengurge, 
culture and tradition of one's own nationality are of an 
equal or preferable aquality to those of others and thet the 
nationality should therefore exist as a separate entity and 
freely determine its own destiny. This is the conceot of the 
nationalist ideology emvloyed for purvoses of comparison in 
the remainder of this essay, 


The Marxist theory places opinions and ideas of this 


type, along with all others, in the category of socio-voliti- 





lBoya C, Shafer, "Toward a Definition of Nationalism" 
in James N, Rosenau, Ed., International Politics and “oreign 
Policy (New York: The Free Press of Glencoe, Inc., 1961) 


pp. BOu= 373; 








Cuoco Uperstrue Lure Which srises from a particular type of 
ecomomic mode of production. An understanding of this rela- 
tionship between perception and the production of physical 
goods is essential in order to grasp the nature of the basic 
conflict between nationalism and communism, 

When Marx rejected the idealist philosophy of Hegel 
and embraced materialism, it Was necessary that he explain 
the material source of ideas, His answers, seteforth in The 
German Ideology, may be briefly summarized in the following 
manner. In order for primitive man to continue to exist, it 
was necessary that he fulfill the physical demands which 
existence dictated, These needs were of two types, Man re- 
quired rood, clothing and shelter and, at the same time, it 
Weumicccacary LOr him tO begin te propagate, Inesatisf ying 
these two conditions, man develoved a dual relationship, one 
with nature, the other with his fellow men, The second, re- 
productive relationship was itself a productive force in that 
consciousness and language were derived from it, Marx taught 
that it was this consciousness which distinguished man from 
animals who hed no similar ewareness of their relationship 


with others of their species, Even in man, this primitive con- 





“Karl Marx and Frederick Fngels, The German Ideology 
(Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1961) Chapter I entitled "Feuer- 
bec conbeins the explanation of the ideal, the alienation of 


man ana the source of national differsrnces, 





sciousness was, at first, only of a sheep-like or tribal 
kind, Its further development resulted from increased pro- 
ductivity, increased needs and, what was essential to both, 
the corresponding increase in population, This evolutionary 
pmOecesseconcinucd wntil the additional complexity of the so- 
cial relationship had generated a sufficient productive force 
for man's mind to conceive something without conceiving some- 
thing which existed in the material world, Consciousness, 
thus freed from the physical, was then capable of proceeding 
to pure theory and forming a social superstructure of ethics, 
law, religion, government, etc, 

The preceeding explanation of man's abstract abilities 
cffers no reasons for sny disparity in ideas, Marx resolved 
this problem with a parallel, dialectical argument, He stated 
that while consciousness was evolving from the Social relation- 
ship, the production of sustenance had also undergone change, 
Because of natural predisposition, strength or dexterity, la- 
bor had become specialized, Some men became shepherds or far- 
mers While others hunted or fished, This division of labor 
meant that men became @n interdependent rather than a self- 


Sime icient entity,° This mutual reliance on others of the 





38olonon EF, Bloom describes the Marxist teaching on the 
basic similarities and sunerstructural differences of mankind 
in his book, The World of Nations (New York: Colunbia Univer- 
Smee er reos slomi) Chops, | and 2, Bloom uses the categories of 
“generic” and "historical"man respectively rather then basic and 
superstructural, 
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Group, which Marx called Comnunal interest, inevitably con- 
flicted with the interests of the individual or femily and 
Peewmreo 1m alvensewon, The first, true division of labor 
occurred when mental and physical activities devolved on 
different individuals, From then on, one or another group 
of reasoning specialists in the community would sieze con- 
trol of the means for yroduction of the basic goods and do- 
minate it in order to promote their interests with the con- 
sequent exploitation of the remainder of the comnunity. Since 
this ruling class controlled the means of physical production, 
they wovlad also be able to dominate the social relationshinvs 
and,consequently, the production of ideas, The idess would 
become those of the rulers and pave the way for further con- 
flicts, The ideal world would eter under the sway of the 
rulers and develop according to their wishes, Meanwhile the 
mode of physical production would undergo change and continue 
to progress until a contradiction resulted between the new 
mode of production and the ideas of the old ruling class, The 
entire social relationship would become a hindrance to further 
Aaennees in the production of commodities, Marx summarized 
this historical progression in the introduction to his Con- 
tribution EomuUne Grepmcue of the Political Feonony, 

"In the social production which men carry on they 


enter into definite relations that are indispen- 
sable and independent of their will, these. rela- 








ita. 


CLiOm@ies Ol production correspond toa definite 
stage of development of their material powers 

of production, The sum total of these rela- 
tions of production constitutes the economic 
SuUrUctum@e Of esociety - the real foundation, 

on which rise legal and political superstruc- 
tures and to which corresvond definite forms 

of social consciousness, The mode of produc- 
tion-in materiel life determines the general 
Giewe@wer Ol Liewsecial, politics] and spiri- 
tual processes of life, It is not the con- 
sciousness of men thet determines their erist- 
GHCecemoUcmen une Contrary, their social exist- 
ence determines their consciousness, At a cer- 
tain stage of their development, the material 
Pemeeccmerm mo rOcuet lO 1n socLlety come into con- 
flict with che existing relations of production, 
@r - Waat is but 2 legal expression for the same 
thing - with the property relations within which 
they had been at work before, From forms of de- 
Melioemien: Of the forces of production these re- 
lations turn into their fetters, "l 


The retarding influences of the social relationships would 
eventually result in the overthrow of the old rulers by those 
who were able to dominate under the new conditions of produc- 
tion, As production methods improved, similar situations re- 
peatedly and inevitebly erose, These cycles served to explain 
all of mants history up to the time when Marx discovered the 


laws of social behavior (nre-historical period),? 





Kkarl Marx, A Contribution to the Critiaue of Political 
Econony (New York: The international Library Publishing Co., 
1901) pp. 11-12. 


5S According to Marx, productive methods inevitably imoroved 
as man's needs increased, These evolutions took vlece naturale 
nie ceemeey Were not subordinate to the general plan of free= 
ly combined individuals, Until a communal plan could be executed 
in the interest of all individuals, periodic revolutions would 
occur (Marx and Engels, The German Ideology, pp. 89-91). 





Ne 


the same confliets of interest which caused differences 
of Opinion and class struggle within 39 community also account- 
ead for inter-comnunity discord, Just as the socio-political 
superstructure of s group of people inevitably came into con- 
Tea@met Lom With the economie base of that group, the super- 
structures of various peoples would also conflict, This was 
caused by differences in the mode of physical production in 
dissimilar locales, Because of the diverse, natural, environ- 
mental conditions, the manner in which man procurred the phy- 
sical necessities of life would contrast and result in the 
domination by heterogeneous classes, For example, capitalism 
ana the corresponding domination of the bourgeoisie class 
coulda only occu’ in -emperate climes.© Conversely, the na- 
tural abundance of the tropics would preclude the necessary 
initiative for advancement to a modern industrial mode of 
production, Since the various peoples hed dissimilar econonic 
bases and were dominated by various classes, their superstruc- 
tures also differed, 

"The relations of different nations among them- 
selves depends upon the extent to which each 


has developed its productive forces, the divi- 
sions of lebour and internel intercourse,"7 





f 
iil Merwe cap1tal (Chicago, I111,.: Charles H, Kerr end 
Company, 1909) Vol. I, op. 562-565, 


(Karl Marx and Prederick Fngels, The German Ideology, 
De Be. 





te 


Because the ruling class interests dominated, they were pro- 
moted as the national interests, Marxts central preoccupation 
with the process of domination explains his lack of precision 
in the usage of the terms nation, nationality, state, country 
and society, All could be used to indicate a group of peoples 
whose mode of production had led to domination by a class 
along with the ideas of that class, This same idea of class 
struggle and dominstion was the foundation of Maryist inter- 
national theory, The ruling classes of nations with an ad- 
vanced mode of production eventually dominated less progres-~ 
sive countries and exploited them as they did their own 
people. 

Although careless in the use of terminology, Marx 
took considerable pains to outline the way in which the con- 
flicts between nations arose, According to his theory, this 
contradiction was a slow and gradual development and the ad- 
vent of menufacture marked its beginnings, 8 When the guilds 
of the feudal system gave way to manufacture and the manu- 
LAcuiwuicne mradbenckeass, Lrade took om a political Sone 
cance,” The conflicting interests of the various peoples were 


reflected in the competition for markets, Further improve- 





Sibid,, pp, 83-89 


ee ee 
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ments in technology exacerbated these antagonisms, Beginning 
in the middle of the seventeenth century, commerce and navi- 
Pow aon began GO outstrip manufacture and colonies were founded, 
which became consumers, As a result, the competitive struggle 
among the more civilized nations increased, 19 ne isic om 
machine production made the competition even more fierce, A 
modern, industrial mode of production created the most severe 
Pentrad4eurens Of any previous historical epoch, 


"Finally, modern industry and the opening of the 
world market made the struggle universal and at. 
the same time gave it an unheard-of virulence, 
Nevem@weces im neturel or artificial conditions 
of production now decide the eristence or non- 
existence of individual capitalist, as well as 
of whole industries and countries. He that falls 
is remorselessly cast aside,"11 


While these advances in the mode of production were occurring, 
there were corresponding shifts in the socio-political super- 
structures, Some nations became centralized ard others were 
subjugated, 


"Just geas, it [bourgeoisie] has made the country 
dependent on the towns, so it has made barba- 
rian and semi-berbearinn countries devendent on 
the civilized ones, netions of neasants on na- 
tions of bourgeoisie, the East on the West, 
More end more the bourgeoisie continues to do 
away with the scattered state of population, 
means of production, and vroperty, It has ag- 





-OLbue., pp. 72-73 


llppiedrich Engels, Socialism: Utonian and Scientific in 
peGhur Peliendel, fd,, Fssentiz] Works of Marvism (New York/ 
Toronto/Loncon: Bantam Books, 1951) p. 7/0. 
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glomerated population, centralized means of 
DEeCVet1on, and concentrated property in a 
few hands, The necessary consequence of this 
was political centralization, Independent, 
or but loosely connected, provinces with se- 
parate interests, laws, governments and sy- 
stems or taration, became lumped together 
into one netion, with one government, one 
wee Ol faws, one mationzl class-interest, 
one frontier and one customs-tariff,"l2 


Marx also described how the bourgeoisie gained their ruling 
class position and just how thorough their domination was, 


"Each step in the development of the bour- 
Beoisice€ wes accompenicecd by a corresponding 
political advance of that class, An oppressed 
class under the sway of the feudal nobility, 
an armed and self-governing association in 
the medieval commune, At first, an indepen- 
dent urban renublic (as in Italy and Germany) 
or a taxable "third estate" of the monarchy 
(as in France), efterwards, in the period of 
manuracture proper, serving either the semi- 
feudal or the absolute monarchy as a counter- 
poise against the nobility, and, in fact, 
Comme to vene of Chesereat monarchies in ge- 
neral, the bourgeoisie hes at last, since 
the establishment of modern industry and of 
the world market, conquered for itself, in 
the modern representative State, exclusive 
political sway. The e-ecutive of the modern 
otate is but a committee for managing the 
common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie,"13 


At this point, with only the investigation of Marxts 
basic ideas on nations and international conflict completed, 


there are several doctrines with which the nationalist could 





1eKarl Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Con- 


munist Party (New York: Internetional Publishers, 1948) p. 13. 


l3tpid., po. 10-11 
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not agree, Recalling Shafer'ts listing which was quoted ear- 
iter, the contradictions become quite evident, If the Marxist 
theory is accepted, the nationalist belief in common culture, 
language, custom, manner and literature is purely illusory, 
These devices are only methods which present or former rulers 
have fashioned, through the control of the production of ideas, 
in order to maintain a portion of the nationality in a depen- 
dent role, Furthermore, any change in the economic system 
Will result in their loss when the entire superstructure shifts, 
The same may be said for common social institutions such as 
religions or tribal bonds, Belief in a common origin and hise 
tory or pride in national achievements must also be interpre- 
ted as foolishness, Marx taught that mankind began as a mass 
OF andivaduals without any significant differentiation, Distinc- 
tions eventually resulted from purely environmental conditions 
which caused variations in the division of labor, History, un- 
til Marx's discoveries, was a series of inevitable occurrences 
which man had no means to control, The past national achieve- 
ments of any but a socislistically directed country had to 
have resulted on a similar non-volitional basis, One can hard- 
ly take pride in accidents, 

There is one further consideration, Marxts argument casts 
the nationalist himself in a most unfavorable role, If a men- 


ber of an economically advanced nation, he is, by definition, 





I 


of the Oppressor, bourgeoisie class, If his nztion is back- 
Werd or oppressed, the nationalist is then a member of some 
former ruling class who is seeking to restore his dominant 
position over his fellow nationals, There are no other roles 
available in the Marxist script, 

The arguments presented here are all based on doctrines 
Which have not and indeed can never be abandoned by those who 
adhere to the Marxist teachings, The entire communist ideolo- 
gy crumbles if any of the dogmas such as the division of labor, 
the alienation of man, the association of economic base and 
superstructure or the class struggle are removed, This fact 
Paste Serr1ous coubt on the validity of any comnunist recog- 


On and cne 


fe 


nition of national independence or self-determinat 


ly the most basic tenets have been reviewed, 
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The Marxist theory attributes all exploitation and 
resultant hardship to the division of labor and the conse- 
quent class struggles, The problem could be eliminated by 
doing away with the division and Marx taught that the same, 
modern industry which had caused the serious nature of the 
conflict also contained the elements of the solution, 

The bourgeoisie was causing the homogenization of na- 
tionalities in their efforts at extending their industrial 
mode of production to all corners of the world, 

"National differences and antagonisms between 

peoples are daiiy more end more vanishing, 

owlng to the development of the bourgeoisie, 

vo’ freedom of comacrce, to the world market, 

to uniformity in the mode of production and 

in the conditions of life corresponding there- 

won 
This passage and the famous statement that the workingman has 
no country are frequently cited as evidence that Marx was un- 
concerned with national issues, In light of the works reviewed 
earlier in this essay end subsequent paragraphs of the Commu- 


nist Manifesto itself, such an inference is not only uwunrounded 


but .leads to misinterpretetion of Marx's revolutionary strate- 





Ikari Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Com- 
munist Party, p, 28. A modern mode of production was able to 
negate tne natural, environmental conditions which had caused 
the earlier, uneven development of production since modern in- 
dustry signified mants dominstion of nature, "Jn proportion as 
industry advances, natural limits recede," (Karl Marx, Cavitai, 
Notes, ps. 555) 





iy, 


gy. The spread of a single mode of production might result 

in similarities among the cultural, social and political super- 
Suruetures Of Various nations but, so long as the division 

of labor remained, the bourgeoisie would continue to promote 
their class interests through the state governments they con- 
trolled and these interests would conflict with the bourgeoi-~ 
sie interests of other nations, 


"Generally speaking, big industry created every- 
where the same relations between the classes of 
society, end thus destroyed the peculiar indi- 
viduality of the various nationalities, And fi- 
Holey, Welrlowthe bDOoumeecisie of each nstion 

SUM ceebeanca secarete national interests, big 

industry created a class, which in all nations 

has the same interest and with which nationsli- 
ty is already dead; a class which is really rid 
of all the o1d world end at the same time stands 

DeMecieateainss 216, Big indusvury makes for the 

worker not only the relation to the capitalist, 

but labour itself, unbearable,"2 





It was this homogeneous class, the proletariat, which was to 
sieze control of modern industry and operate it for the bene- 
fit of the workers, Then the mode of production would be 
operating in the interests of the total community (all those 
who worked) for the first time since the primitive tribal 
period and the division of labor would be ended, 

The fact that the bourgeoisie retained their differen- 


ces provided the unified proletariat with a divided eneny in 





CKearl Marx and Frederick Engels, The German Ideology, 
De (Oem atealics, 
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PiesPevollslonary sturugelce, Bourgeois inter-nation struggles 
Geo resultpca in opportunities for the political education of 
the proletarian class, 


"The bourgeoisie finds itself involved in a con- 
stant battle, At first with the aristocracy; 
Paper With ta@se portions of the bourgeoisie 
itself, whose intcrest have become antagonistic 
to the progress of industry; at all times, with 
tic POUrPSeoiste Of CoOreig@n countries, In all 
these battles it sees itself compelled to ap- 
Peete vo tie pIreteverieLl, LO ask tor its Nelp, 
MiOwEaticee bo Gras i> into the political arena, 
ite DeuUreeolcgic ivselt, tCherefore, supplies 
the proletariat with its own elements of po- 
iceeal and peneral educatvion, in other words, 
Gieetfurmaenes the vrolletariat with weapons for 
fighting the bourgeoisie,"3 


Marx did not picture an army of West European workers attack- 
ing first one and then another netional bourgeoisie. The re- 
volutionary battle was to be fought out within the national 
framework, e.g. German against German, Englishman against 
Englishman, 

"Though not in substance, yet in form, the 

struggie of the proletariat with the bourgeoi- 

sie is at first a national struggle, The pro- 

Tomo Of cach country must, of course, first 

of all settle matters with its own bourgeoisie," 


The national character of the revolutionary struggle received 


Puritan selma f 1 Cabpi0n, 





3Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Com- 
munist Party, po, 18-19, 


Ltbid,, p, 20... 
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USincesbne proletariat must first of all 
acquire political supremacy, must rise to 
be the leading class of the nation, must 
Constuube itself the nation, 1t is to 
this extent itself national, though not 
in the bourgeois sense of the word,"5 
It is quite clear that Marx was predicting a country by 
Peumery battle, This fact is, at first, quite surprising 
since it apvears to remove any advantage gained from the 
carefully constructed argument for a divided bourgeoisie, 
hiSthe Marxism inverprebation of man's early histomy is ac- 
cepted, his demand for an intra-national revolution seems 
self-contradictory, Previous changes in ruling classes sup- 
posedly had resulted from advances in the mode of production, 
Since the bourgeoisie class was the one which dominated with 
a modern, industriel base, they should have continued to do- 
minate until some new and advanced mode arose, Marx provided 
the answer to this problem, The proletariat required an in- 
ternational coordinating committee, the communist party, to 
present the bourgeoisie with a united front, 
"The Communists sre distinguisned from the 
other working-class parties by this only: 
1, In the national struggles of the prole- 
tarians of the different countries, they 
point out and bring to the fore the common 
interests of the entire vroleteriat, inde-~ 


pendent of all nationality, 2, In the va- 
rious stages of development through which 





5Tbid,, p. 28 
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the struggle of the working class against 

the bourgeoisie has to vass, they always 

and everywhere represent the interests of 

the movement as a whole,"6 

The emphasis placed on the national nature of the re- 

volutionary struscgle was not to be interpreted as advocating 
a sequential revolutionary progression, In order for the 
dictatorship of the vroletariat to become permanent, it would 
have to be established more or less simultaneously in se- 
Mero Ol UNe aQveanced Countries, Unless this happened, the 
newly established socialist states would lack a sufficient 
power base to defeat the forces of the greedy bourgeoisie 
of the nations which failed to succumb, In a letter to Engels 
in 1858, Marx wondered whether a socialist revolution of the 
Western Evropean nations would be successful or if it might 
instead be crushed since the bourgeoisie elsewhere was still 
on the ascendent,/ By 1332, in a letter to Kautsky, Engels 
had decided that once Europe and North America were reorganized, 


the resulting collossal power would be enough to achieve a 


permanent success, ° 


Sibid,, p. 22 


"Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Correspondence 


186-1895 (New York: International Publishers, 193) Letter No, 
We pp, 217-118, 


pda. Wemmeermenon 1//, p. 399 
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The insistence that there was a need for a multi-na- 
tional effort and the fact that some nations would not have 
progressed sufficiently to generate the necessary, revolu- 
tionary impetus raises two questions, First, what form would 
the multi-national, ig bew coe uease organization take? Se- 
cond, what was to be its relationship with the unreorganized 
nations? Marx and Engels did not provide an answer to the 
first of these problems although one was required since, ac- 
Sor Ginewuempnemuteory, all differences would not have ceased 
to exist at the time the revolution occurred, While they 
stated that such national peculiarities were daily lessened 
by the bourgeoisie, it was only the proletariat which would 


complete the process after the revolt, 





"The suvremacy of the oroletariat will cause 
them {national differences] to vanish still 
faster ....-. In proportion as the exploita- 
tion of one individual by another is put an 
Cleeto veer OLbabion Of one nation by 
another will slso be nut an end to, In pro- 
portion as the antagonism between classes 
within the nation vanishes, the hostility of 
one nation to enother will come to an end,"9 


Marx's followers were left to work out the final solution to 
this problem, 
The second question of post-revo’utionary relationships 


received a little more consideration, In his letter to Kautsky, 


a . 
‘Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Com- 
munist Party, p. 28 
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Engels states that defensive wars on the part of the socialist 
countries will almost certainly be required because of exter- 
nal bourgeois avarice, However, he goes on to say that offen- 
sive struggles to extend the revolutionary influence would not 
be necessary nor desirable since to do so would undermine the 
ability of the new organization to attract others by example, 

"Once Furope is reorganized, and North America 

That will furnish such collossal power and 

such an example thet the Semiecivilized coun- 

tries will follow in their Wake of their own 

accord, Economic needs alone will be respon- 

slble for this ..... One thing alone is cer- 

tain: the victorious proletariat can force no 

blesSings of any kind upon any foreign nation 

without undermining its own victory by so 

doing. Which of course by no means excludes 

defensive wars of various kinds,"10 

The open conflict between the communist vian for the 

abolition of man's injustice to man and the aspirations of 
the nationalist are vividly disclosed in the previous pas- 
sages, The nationalist is an enemy before the revolution oc- 
curs and a subversive afterwards, Although the exact methoa 
which the proletariat is to employ in sweeping away the last 
vestiges of nationsl differences is unexplained, there appears 
to be only one conclusion, Since a: violent revolution was ne- 


cessary to unseat the national bourgeoisie to begin with, it 


must be assumed thet coersion by the proletariat would be ne~- 


1Oxarl Marx and Frederick Fngels, Selected Correspondence, 
Lettcr No, 177, p. 399 | 





ae) 


cessary to achieve the eradication of any remainder of the 
old order, 

Engels! speculation on the exemplery strength of the 
new socialist structure and his exclusion of offensive acts 
against o'd regimes seem to be self-contradictory, A hypothe- 
tical situation will serve to demonstrate why. Assuming (lary 
the party was to continue its education work in the unre- 
formed countries and that the economic bases would continue 
to inevitably advance, at some point in time one or another 
of these nations would experience a revolutionary ipheage 
similar to that which had taken place earlier in the estab- 
jished socialist states, However, the proletarians of that 
Se reiuly Pevolucsolary netion would be subject to the in- 
fluences of the other, remaining, bourgeois countries, Mean- 
While Engels! exclusion of all but defensive war would tie 
the socialist hands, Even if a good communist could bring 
himself to allow this, it appears that the beneficience of 
the socialist example would be subject to rather rapid ero- 
sion, The alternetive is to view the proletariat as a united 
body in both the "reorganized" and bourgeois nations, This 
would allow the socislist states to attack any bourgeois 
country in the name of "defense" of the proletariat, The pro- 
spects for the nationalist, whether within the new socialist 


Ceverizavion Or not, are quite dismal, 
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acre Revolutionary peeD les 


As of 188 when The Communist Manifesto was published, 
Marx and Engels hed stated that the goal of the communist 
party was to provide for proletarian unity in the struggle 
With the bourgeoisie, There had been no mention of a related 
goal which involved the exacerbation of nationel antagonisms 
in order to weaken the established regimes and accelerate 
historical progress, However, Marx and Engels devoted much 
of their writings to the promotion of precisely this type 
of conflict during the subsequent two decades, Their efforts 
at encouraging hostilities which could benefit the revolu- 
tion included support for independence movements and attempts 
to incite war, Both types of endeavor were conducted on a 
highly selective basis, It was this very selectivity which 
has led to much of the debate over Marxist policies concern- 
ing nationel self-determination and war, Those who believe 
that Marx and Engels favored national independence ere able 
tO bolster their argument with many quotations. Their opro- 


nents have an equal number of examples at their disposal,+ 





lin addition to these two frequent and familier areas 
of contention, some authors argue that Marx and Engels formu- 
avec. Tica wolkeClosmonethe besis wf German n>tionalism, S.F, 
Bloom presents a convincing ergument that such an interpre- 
tation is unfounded, (S.F, Bloom, World of Nations, Chp. 7.) 
Bloom contends that the Germenic peoples received as much cri- 
ticism from Marx as most others, 
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A similar situation exists on the issue of whether Marx was 
peer emOnger Or pacifist, The solution to this problem lies 
in the fact that both schools of thought are partielly cor- 
rect, The overall relation between independence movements or 
wars at a particular time and their predicted effect on the 
status of the proletarian revolution were the factors which 
Marx and Engels used in determining whether they favored such 
events or not, There was no firm policy one way or the other, 
Theirs was an entirely dialectical approach, A perticular in- 
dependence movement might be of benefit to the revolution to- 
day and detrimental tomorrow, The same could be said of a 
war, Although this ambivelence precludes any meaningful ar- 
gument on whether Marx and Engels were pacifists or war mon- 
gers etc., the determinants of their position on such matters 
may be summarized as follows: 
Indevendence Movements 
A peice essa) |. 
1, Any movement which served to weaken a beck- 

ward, reactionarv, feudal-aristocratic re- 

gime without strengthening another similer 

government, 

e, Any movement which might result in bour- 

geoisie ascendency in a backward state since 

the growth of the proletariat was dependent 

upon bourgeoisie ascendency, 

B, Detrimental 


I, Movements which strenghtened the aristo- 
cracy of any feudal, backward nation, 
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2, Disruptive movements in established cen- 
tralized, bourgeois states since such ac- 
tivities hindered proletarian growth,2 

War 


ee 


A, Beneficial 
1, wars involving industrially advanced states 
against backward states, 
2, Wars among the beckward feudal states, 


3, Wars in which advanced nations might ex- 
tend their influence over backward nations, 


B, Detrimental 
lL. wars between industrially advanced states 
which caused proletarian disunity end 
threatened destruction of modern industry, 


2, Wars which might extend the influence of 
feudal states, 


some examples of how Marx and Engels made use of these de- 
terminants will serve to clerify and further explain them 
as well as verify their accuracy since they are empirically 
derived, 

Envels published a series of nine articles on the de- 
bate over ratification of the partition of Poland by the 
German National Assembly in 1848, These articles appeared in 
the newspaper Neue Rheinische Zeitung, The third of the se- 


ries, published on August 19, contains his analysis of the 





“trish Independence from England, which Marx eventually 
supported, was a pertial exception to this rule, The subdiject 
is discussed below but the vroblem was essentially one of vYro- 
letarian disunity in Fngland and economic advance in Ireland, 





29 


situation, News tauecdsune, the Holy Alliance of Russia, 
Prussia and Austria was the power base of reaction in Eurove 
and that the alliance was held together by the partition of 
Poland i.,e,, the common theft of Polish territory made the 
three nations interdenendent, The support which the Austrian, 
Prussian and Polish aristocrecy received from the Russians 
permitted them to retain their dominance and to keep their 
respective bourgeoisie classes subjugated, Engels! solution 
was a war With Russia in order to obtain Polish independence, 

"The war with Russia would be a complete, pub-~ 

jic ana real break with our whole shameful vast, 

it would mean the liberation and unification of 

Germany, the re-establishment of democracy on 

the ruins of feudalism and the brief dream of 

ascendency of the bourgeoisie," 

This support for the Poles provides an example of the 
first, beneficial type of independence movement as well as 
advocacy of a war against reaction, Engels believed that Po- 
lish independence would split the alliance of the three re- 


actionary regimes and vromote proletarian interests as is evi- 


dent fro.a his reference to the temporary ascendency of the 





*Ppederick Fngels, "The Debate on Poland in Frankfurt 
(1818)" in Paul W. Blackstock snd Bert F, Hoselitz, Fds., 
The Russian Menece to Furove (Glencoe, I11.: The Free Press, 
1952) pp. 91-95, Although fngels is the author, Merx undoubdted- 
ly agreed with the views since, in Engels! own words, Merx was 
the "dictator" of the editorial boards of NRZ. 


Lopid., p. 9 : 





bourgeoisie, This Polish issue also exemplifies the tempo- 
rary nature of Marxist support, Engels wrote to Marx and 
evaluated the Polish peoplest revolutionary contribution 
two years after the NRZ article was published, 

"The more I think over the business the clearer 

it becomes to me thst the Poles @s a nation 

are done for and can only be made use of as an 

instrument until Russia herself is swept into 

the agrarian revolution, From that moment on- 

wards Poland will have absolutely no more rea- 

Sen for existence, ''5 
Both Marx and Engels continued to support the Polish inde- 
pendence movement for the remainder of their lives but, sig- 
nificantly, the propitious Russian agrarian revolution, the 
eomcditional wasis Tor their support, did not occur until 
after both men had died, 

NRZ @lso took a firm stand in fsvor of Kossuth's Hunga- 
tian Revolution which provides a second example of the Marxist 
instrumental use of nationalists and also clarifies the con-~ 
cept of peoples who were "done for" and had ceased to have a 
"reason for existence",© Fngelst analysis places the Austrien 


olavs with the exception of the Poles, the Rumanians and the 


Transylvanian Saxons on the side of reaction while the Magyars, 





Karl arx and Frederick Engels, Selected Correspondence, 
Letter No. JRO De 37. 


Orr ederick Engels, "Hungary and Panslavism (18h19)" in 
Blackstock and Hoselitz, Fds., po. 56-67. The articles collected 
in this chanvter were published in NRZ during January and Feb- 
ruary of 189, me 
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Germans and Poles were said to represent truly revolutionsry 
forces, This division was made on the basis of previous histo- 
meal record as chronicied in the article, Engels stated that 
the three chosen peoples had a history as carriers of pro- 
Pess, an active role in previous history, and vitality, The 
other nationalities are cited as lacking such a record of 
progress and were consequently counter-revolutionary and de- 
stined to perish. This was not an attribute veculiar to the 
Slavs but rather one which could be found in almost any estab- 
lished nation, 

"There is no country in Europe which does not con- 

poln am Some Corner one or several ruins of people, 

left-overs of earlier inhabitants, pushed back by 

enc ma@ewsubgect to the netion which later became 

bee Carrier of historical development, These re- 

mains of nations which have been mercilessly tramp- 

led down by the passage of history, as Hegel ex- 

pressed it, this ethnic trash always becomes and 

remains until its complete extermination or dena- 

tionalization, the most fanatic carrier of coun- 

bem-1eVvolution, Since its entire exrsvence is 

nothing more than a protest against a great histo- 

Pic oweievolucion, |/ 
In addition to their lack of history, the Slavs were also 
said to be guilty of counter-revolution because of the Pan- 
Slavist movement, Marx and Engels were and remained adamantly 
opposed to Pan-Slavism because they predicted that backward, 


ifeacULONar yee teaarist Rawssia would control any type of Siavic 


confederation, A South Slavic indenendence movement might have 
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been judged as favorable had it not been for the possibility 
of strengthening Russia, The contention that the East Euro- 
pean Slavs (Poles excepted) had no future was further bolstered 
by the argument thet the vital, progressive Germans and Magyars 
who were intermixed with these people would form the bourgeoi- 
sie of any nation-state established there, As a result, the 
nation would not be Slavic, Indeed, the article says thet the 
past oppression of the South Slavs belonged among the best 
and worthiest deeds of which the German and Magyar peoples 
OGbays| poast,8 

The Balkan peoples received a great deal of attention 
from Marx and Engels and demanded full use of their viable 
Navionality and war policies, In “%pril of 1853, they began a 
series of articles for the New York Tribune which contain the 
Marxist assessment of the situation in Turzey and the Balkans, 
conditions which were to lead to the Crimean War, In the ar- 


ticle of April 7, Turkey was divided into three regions for 





Srrederick Engels, "Democratic Panslavism (18.9)" in 
Pibeer stock and Hoselitz, Hds,., ov. (6. B.D. Wolfe contends that 
Marx and #ngels' condemnation of the Slavs is an adaptation of 
Hegel who stated that the Slavs were unworthy to figure in the 
grand historical scheme since they had played én insufficient 
role in the development of the "Human Spirit", (B.D. Wolfe, 
Marxism, (New York: The Dial Press, 1965), However, this ergu- 
ment is considerably weakened by Marx's support for Polish in- 
dependence, the fect thet the Serbs were also judged to be "re- 
volutionary"™ on another occassion and Fncels! own association 
Cigran—Slavism with reactionary russia. THe concent of cOftri- 
butors to the "proletarian revolution" rather than to Hegel's 
‘Hitman Spirit" might be a vreferable analogy. 
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the purpose of analysis.” Egypt was removed from the study 
since the authors had decided it would belong to Englend in 
any future partition and Asiatic Turkey was not considered 
because Mussulman fanaticism and Turkish nationalism were 

boo strong to invite any attempts at conquest, This left on- 
ip eunes bwaeopeam portion of Turkey to be considered, The 
author then stated thet the splendid territory to the south 
of the Save and Danube had the misfortune to be inhabited by 
a conglomerate of different races and nationalities, of- which 
it was hard to say which was least fit for progress and civi- 
lization, The essay states that the Turks themselves had 
earned this right until 1853 by keeping the area under Tur- 
kish domination but, after that date, their weakening rule 
lost them the prerogative, The fanaticism of Islam had also 
poei1ocewCoiay availed i1vseli of help from reactionary Austria 
or Russia and, for these reasons, Turkey was placed in the 
counter-revolutionary category, After an assessment of the 
OTier nebional ities in the ee itself, all were judged to 


be reactionary with the possible exceptions of the Wallachians 





"Marx or Engels, "The Background of the Dispute" in 
Blackstock and Hoselitz, Eds., po, 121-128, The editors do not 
idee y the eathor of articles under this chapter and since 
both Marx and Engels submitted essays to the Tribune under Marxts 
name, it is difficult to say which author was actually respon- 
sible, The authorship source determinations of the “Marx-Lenin 
iWevleibesware NOu 2yvyailable since these articles are consvicu- 
lously lacking in Soviet published collections of Marx and 
Engels works probably because the essays are extremely vituvera- 
tive toward Russia, 
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and Moldavians under Turkish rule and the Serbs, It should 
be noted here that in 13853 the Serbs had graduated from 
their ethnic trash status of 181.9. However, a nation could 
achieve the Marxist, revolutionary category and earn the 
right to temporary existence in far less time than the Serbs 
Meeemecded, On April i2, 1353, after providing a lesson to 
the English on the value of the Dardanelles for both commer- 
cial and military reasons in hopes of promoting their inter- 
vention, the Tribune article rehabilitated the Turks who had 
been branded .as reactionaries only five days earlier, 

"But let Russia get possession of Turkey, and her 

strength is increased nearly half, and she be- 

comes superior to all the rest of Europe put to- 

gether, Such an event would be an unsreakable 

calamity to the revolutionary cause, The main- 

weamemee Of Murleisch Independence, or, in case of 

a vossible dissolution of the Ottoman Empire, 

the arrest of the Russian scheme of annexation, 

is a matter of the highest moment, In this in- 

stance the interests of revolutionery Democracy 

and of England go hand in hand, Neither can per- 

mit the Czar to make Constantinople one of his 

capitals, and we shall find that when driven to 

the wall, the one will resist him as determined- 

ly as the other,"10 
Virtually anything was preferable to Russian expansion, 

Hiemeieerele Cr efpral 19, sulill trying to encourage in- 


tervention, assured the western bourgeoisie that the absence 


of Turkish, Austrian or Russian domination would not serious~- 


10TbDid., p. 133 
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ly effect the volume of trade with the Balkans,1tl 
On August 5, things looked so disappointing to Marx that the 
whole of Western Furope was branded reactionary and he was 


even Willing to tolerate Slavic emancipation or a Greek em- 


pire,t¢ 


"Too impotent and too timid to undertake the re- 
construction of the Ottoman Empire by the estab- 
lishment of a Greek Empire, or of a iederal Re- 
public of Slavonic States, all they [Western 
Governments } aim at is to maintain the status 
quo, i.e€., the state of putrefaction which for- 3 
bids the Sultan to emancipate himself from the 
Czar, and the Slavonians to emancipate them- 
Seives trom the sultan, 

The revolutionary party can only congratulate 
itself on this state of things, The humiliation 
of the reactionary Western Governments, and 
their menifest impotency to guard the interests 
of European civilizetion against Russian en- 
croachment, cannot fail to work out a wholesome 
Hadi enavaon in the people whe wave suifered 
themselves, since 1819, to be subjected to the 

Pile of cotnter=Pevelution, "13 


By February of 1854, English and French fleets were in the 
Black Sea and the prospects of a general war were sufficient 
to warrant some Marxist sreculation about its possible ef- 


fects on Europe, This analysis also appeared in the Tribune, 4 





1lipid., pp. 133-138 


lene Greeks had also been branded as reactionary in eare 
lier articles of the series, 


13Karl Marx, "Traditional Russian Policy" in Blackstock 
and Hoselitz, Eds., p. 16 


UWixarl Marx, "Militery Stalemate and the Home Front 
(1854-1855)" in Blackstock and Hoselitz, Fds., po. 178-182. 


— ~) 
== 
a =, we _ 
—— 
= — 7 
_ 





36 


If a kuropean war were to come, Marx stated that it would 
probably be between Russia on the one hand and England, 
France and Turkey on the other, He went on to say that 
Austria would probably side with Russia and predicted that 
Prussia would seek the highest reward but finally end up in 
the Russian camp. 

It would be difficult to imagine how badly Marx and 
Engels wanted this war if their revolutionary theory were not 
taken into account, The situation couldn't have been better, 
If England and France would declare war on Russia, Prussia 
and Austria, the bastions of reaction would be under attack, 
the modern civilized countries would be fighting together, . 
Bcely end Hungery might sain indepena@ence and German unifi- 
cation could conceivably be achieved, Proletarian dissatis- 
faction with the progress of such a war might result in the 
socialist revolution itself, Even if Turkey kept its dominant 
role in HFastern Furope, there would be no significant loss 
Since the eveluation of the Balkan nationalities had not 
shown any great degree of superior historical vitality among 
the peoples there, 

Unfortunately from the viewpoint of Marx and Engels, 
the ideal war steadfastly refused to escalate to the degree 
which was required, By August of 1851, Marx was goading every- 


one GO Light, 





By 


"The fact is, that conservative Furope - the 
Burove of “order, vroperty, family, reli- 
gion" - the Evrope of mon»rchs, feudal lords, 
moneyed men, however they mey be different- 
ly assorted in different countries - is once 
more exhibiting its extreme impotency, Lurope 
may be rotten, but a war should have roused 
the sound elements, a war should have brought 
forth some latent energies; and assuredly 
there should be that much vluck among two 
hundred and fifty mill.ons of men, that at 
least one decent struggle might be got up 
wherein both parties could reap some honor, 
such as force and spirit can carry off even 
from the field of battle, But no, not only 
Po vie wap laver or wie midéie classes, the 
France of the Bonapartes, incavable of a de- 
cent, hearty, hard-fought war; but even Rus- 
sia, the country of Furope least infected 
Peat deck ond unmerving civilization, can- 
not bring about anything of the kind, The 
Turks are fit for sudden starts of offen- 
Sive action, and stubborn resistance on the 
Gewensive, but s@ermPnot to be fit for large 
combined maneuvers with great armies, Thus 
everything is reduced to a degree of im- 
puissance and a recivrocal confession of 
weakness, which anveers to be as recipro- 
cally expected by all parties, With Govern- 
ments such as thev are at present, this 
Bastern war may be carried on for thirty 
years, and yet come to no conclusion,"15 


This type of war mongering marks the remainder of the Tribune 
articles with invectives against governments, war ministers 
and generals, The great opnortunity was slipping away, 

In June of 1855, Sevastopol was finally taken and the 
peace of Paris was signed in March of 1856, Although Turkey 


maintained its independence and Russian influence in the 





15tpid., pp. 186-187 





38 


Crimea was dealt a severe blow, the war was an almost total 
failure when measured against Marxist revolutionary expecta- 
tions, There had been no significant revolutionary setbacks 
but neither were the advances worth mentioning, 

The flagrant and opvortunistic instrumental use of na- 
tional aspirations in order to achieve the Marxist goal of a 
socialist revolution is so evident when measured against any 
norms other than those of the revolutionary therry itself 
that further comment is not necessary, However, it is of. in- 
terest to analyze what Marx and Engels were doing in terms of 
their own system of values, 

Mecording vomrmacir theory, the inevitability of both 
mae revolution and of national conflicts until it occurred 
Were certain, The Communist Manifesto may be interpreted as 
requiring only a waiting period with interim, proletarian 
coordination activities, However, Marx and Engels had chosen 
a policy of actively promoting the revolution, This decision 
presumes that the hardships which result from the intentional 
exacerbation of conflicts will not outweigh the advantages to 
be gained from the early achievement of socialism, There is 
DO Merxist a@argumenvawhich justifies this assumption, If their 
efforts had succeeded, the result would have been a general 
war in either 18.8 or 1853. Some assurance that the vain and 


loss of life involved would be equal or less than the total 
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evil of the economic exploitation which would otherwise have 
occurred during the remaining period before the "natural" pro- 
gression to socialism is certainly necessary for rational men 
to make this decision, Still it is lacking, It might be argued 
that war was the inevitable result of the class struggle but 
there is no certainty that the varticular wars which Marx 
chose to promote were either inevitable or necessary. 

A similar question arises over support for independence 
movements, When selectively supporting them, what assurance is 
there that the correct choice of nationality has been made? 
Marx and Engels clearly based their selections on past histo- 
mecal achievements but, by their own admission, previous histo-~ 
ry had been a series of involuntary, accidental occurrences, 
Furthermore, if history is to be the criteria, then the choice 
of the Poles and Magyars as nations with a particular avtitude 
for generating bourgeoisie exploiters was a poor one, It was 
the Czech portion of Austria in which industry developed ear- 
liest and the Czechs had been relegated to the "ethnic trash" 
category. To have advocated Czech suppression and Hungarian 
or Polish dominance in 18)8 subsequently appears to be the 
equivalent of demanding useless hardship, a strange activity 
for humanitarians, A dialectical avproach reveals that Marx 
was exploiting the Poles and Magyars as surely as any bourgeoi- 


sie would have, According to his theory, a successful Polish 





LO 


or Hungarian independence effort was impossible before these 
peoples reached their full historical development, According 
to Marx, it required successive, quantitative advances in the 
mode of production followed by a quelitative change to a more 
modern economic base in order for the political superstruc- 
ture to shift, If the effort to echieve independence were pre- 
maturely successful, the new nation was doomed to immediate 
failure for want of new economic foundations, The only salva- 
tion would be immediate support from industrially advanced, 
socialist countries since bourgeois greed precluded any other, 
However, neither Marx nor Engels were ready to guarantee that 
independence for either nation would result in a socialist 
revolution, To encourage a nation to seek indenendence when 
success is impossible according to one's own theory is rather 
weird benevolence unless some greater good is an absolute 
certainty, 

An early socialist revolution would also have meant 
that national differences would be greater than those which 
remain after a period of full economic development, if an 
ey revolution occurred, then what was to prohibit further 
strife and oppression among even socialist nations? Erpressed 
another way, why should an enemy be attacked today if histo- 
ry decrees he will be a friend tomorrow? No Marxist reply to 


such questions was provided, 
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The Nationalist Dilemma, 


Regardless of how a humanitarian believed that the bet- 
terment of menkind was to be achieved, goading international 
conflicts was a poor choice of strategy in the environment of 
growing nineteenth century netionalism, The conflicting fo- 
reign policy objectives of the established nation-states were 
constrained only by a balance of pnower structure which was 
subject to frequent shifts because of ranid industrial nA 
technolosical advances, The real and constant threat of war 
which resulted from this unstable situation caused an ever 
increasing demand for the individual nation to provide pro- 
tection from foreign encroachment for its citizens, In order 
to provide this security, various national governments sought 
to attain an ever stronger power base through territorial ex- 
pansion, a method which only served to reinforce the interna- 
Penal Cons wcr OF Grberesv, In this ominets atmospliere, con- 
Gucive to both nationelism and war, it was not likely that 
Marx and Engels would achieve the unification of the prole- 
tariat, In Marxist terms, their Sariveds of the historical 
Se@heguillceSveassimcorrect, The pitiful condition of the working 
classes, so carefully documented by Marx in Cavital, had not 


yet resulted in the removal of proletarian, national loyal- 
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ties even among the industrially advanced countries, However, 
mm book & catastrophic series of events to convince Marx of 
this fact and force him to reinterpret the status of the class 
Cem lict, 
There had been several warnings that the application 

of the theory was not entirely compatible with historical re- 
ality. When the Second Revublic was established in France, 
Marx hed written that the revolution itself was a combined 
effort of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat and that once 
the overthrow of the old government was achieved, the French 
bourgeoisie had supvressed their proletarian allies, He hailed 
that event as the first great battle fought between the two 
classes of modern society, 

"Thus only the June defeat has created all the 

Gondstions under which France can seize the 

1iebLabavewom tne Furopean revolution, Only 

after beptism in the blood of the June insur- 

gents did the tricolor become the flag of the 

European revolution - the red flag,"1 

As the vanguard of Marx's revolution, the French fumbled 

badly and they did so only three vears later when Louis Na- 


poleonts coun dtetat ended the Second Republic in December of 


1851. Engels at first declared this to be a silly, stupid co- 


lkarl Marx, The Class Struggle in France, in Lewis 5, 
Peover tO. este writanes on Folitics and Philosoohy by Karl 
Marx and Friedrich Bneels (Garden el eoubilcaay and 


Coteeeec, , 9 








4,3 


medy which would not last,© Later, as the regime proved to 

be more than a transitory phenomenon, he made the remarkable 
assertation that Louis Napoleonts continued success was due 

to a completely bourgeois attitude on the part of the French 
merkers, asresult of the imperial prospects, If this evalua- 
tion were accepted, the revolution was at a much less advanced 
stage than that which was depicted in the optimistic Communist 
Manifesto, Marx did not agree, His own analysis is contained 
in The Fighteenth Brumeire of Louis Bonaparte which was writ- 
ten in Wee He attributed the ebsence of a true revolutiocna- 
ry spirit in France to the arrest of the leaders of the pro- 
letariat and to proletarien fear of a recurrence of bourgeois 
oppression, He stated that the supremacy of Louis Napoleon 

wes simply the dominance of the executive over the parliamen- 
tary branch of @overnmment, He even discovered an advantage in 
that the isoletion of the executive left it vulnerable to a 
future, concentrated, proletarian attack, This explanation 
salvaged the theory of the inevitable progression of history 


and solved the problem of French, imperialistic, proletarian 





Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Correspondence 


1846-1695, Letter No, 17, p. 51. 
3tpid,, Letter No, 19, vo. 60. 
Leorl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, 
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aspirations, 
Although Marx was able to put Fngels! mind at ease 

over the difficulties in France, he became increasingly aware 
that there was a great lack of proleteérian internetionelism, 
In 1861, while writing the charter for the first "International", 
he was forced to address the subject of relations between the 
various nations, Rather than state his nationality policy for 
what it actvally was, he resorted to general and ambiguous 
phrases, He admitted that this was intentional and justified 
himself to Engels in a letter on l November, 186h: 

"In so far as international politics come into 

the address, I speak of countries, not of na- 

tionalities, and denounce Russia, not the lesser 

nations, My proposals were 211 accepted by the 

sub-committee, Only I was obliged to insert two 

phrases about "duty" end "right" into the Pre- 

amble to the Statutes, ditto "truth, morality, 

and justice,” but these are placed in such a 

way that they can do no harm,"5 
The obvious assumption was that the workers would not have 
accepted the theory with all its implications for the nationa- 
i Cages , 

The Irish presented Marx with another problem of prole- 

tarian nationalism, In November of 1867, he wrote to Engels 


that although he had previously thought that Irish independence 


was impossible, he now believed that it was inevitable,© 





Karl Marx and Frederick Fnsels, Selected Corresvondence, 
becrcremion (ll, ov, l6c, 
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The fact that nationalism was the cause for this shift and 
Marx's admission of it are evident, A letter to Kugelmann 

of 29 November, 1869, stated that the repression in Ireland 
had caused a great many Irish immigrants to seek work in 
Fngland and, as a consequence, the struggles for Irish inde- 
pendence were then reflected in disunity among the English 
and Irish workers within England itself, ! This analysis of 
the problem was repeated in a letter to Meyer and Vogt on the 
9th of April, 1870: 


"But the English bourgeoisie has much more im- 
portant interests in the vresent Irish regime, 
OWing to the constantly increasing concentra- 
tion of farming, Ireland supplies its own sur- 
plus to the English labour market and thus 
forces down wages and lowers the moral and 
material position of the Fnglish working class, 
And most important of all: every industrial 
and commercial centre in England now possesses 
a working-class porulation divided into two 
hostile camps, BPnglish proleterians and irish 
proletarians, The ordinary English worker 
hates the Irish worker as a competitor who 
lewers hic sheandemd sof latex In relataeon to 
the [irish worker he feels himself a member 

of the ruling nation and so turns himself in- 
to a tool of the aristocrats and capitalists 
against Ireland, thus strengthening their do- 
mination over himself, "8 


Ingland, the most industrially advanced of the Huropnean coun- 


tries, suffered from a@ divided working class, Proletarian dis- 





"Ipid,, Letter No. 124, pp. 278-279 
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unity there precluded any possibility of a successful Eng- 
lish revolution which, in turn, meant that the entire Euro- 
pean revolutionary movement was weakened, In order to remove 
the cause of the conflict, Marx advocated Irish independence, 
The small, irish nation had obtained a concession from Marx 
Which was unique, Their country was neither large enough nor 
rich enough in natural resources to merit a separate nationel 
eerosuence according to his views,” They were economically 
backward, had already been "centralized" by the British bour- 
geoisie, and should have been Well on the road to denationali- 
zation, Marx smoothed over the apparent anomaly with a pre- 
diction thatonce the Irish were free, they would enter into 

a federal agreement with England, thus preserving his ideas 


on economic unity. 





9In order for a netion to enjoy a place in the Marxist 
plan until the revolution occurred, it had to be of a certain, 
optimum size, Generally, 2a country required a aquantity of po- 
pulation, territory and resources which would permit it to 
achieve an advanced state of economic development (S.F, Bloom, 
World of Nations, Chp. 1). A country which was able to meet 
these criteria merited indenendence and the right to freely 
determine its own destiny, Lesser nations did not, Imgels had 
stated this idea in his articles on Polish independence, To 
say that the Poles merited independence and self-determination 
Gig not mean that the lesser nationalities which hed been in- 
Ciisedwmeence Poluen State betrore the Dertation»of 1//e also 
obtained this right. (Engels, "What Have the Working Classes to 
Do with Polend?" in Blackstock and Hoselitz, eds., Chp. 6). In 
1882, Engels. said that the Irish and Poles had not only the 
right but the duty to be nationalists and that, when they were, 
they became internstionalists of the best kind- (Engels, "Na- 
tionalism, Internationalism and the Polish Question" in Black- 
stock and Hoselitz, eds., Chp.9). 
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iieeoote Of Irish and English proletarian disunity was 
soon replaced by historical events of much greater signifi- 
cance, By July of 1870, Bismarck had finally managed to goad 
Louis Napoleon into war and by August, Marx was elated at its 
progress, He was certain that this war would lead to a new 
government in France, To insure a united effort, Engels pro- 
posed the following policy for Marxist adherents: 

"I think our people can: 

1, Join the national movement - you can see from 
Kugelmann's letter how strong it is - in so. 
far as and for so long as it is limited to 
the defense of Germany (which does not exclude 
am Obenscive, in certain circumstances, be-~ 
fore peace is arrived at), 

2. At the same time emphasise the difference bet- 
ween German-neational and dynastic-Prussian in- 
terests. 

3. Work against any annexation of Alsace and Lor- 
raine - Bismerck is now revealing the inten- 
tion of anneying them to Bavaria and Baden, 

4, AS soon as a non-chauvinistic republican go- 
Vemmment is at the helm in Paris, work for an 
honourable peace with it, 

5, Constantly stress the unity of interest bet- 
ween the German end French workers, who did 
not approve or the war and are also not making 
War on each other, 


6, Russia, as in the International Address,"10 


The policy was easier to establish than to execute, Netionalism 





10karl Marx and Frederick Fngels, Selected Corresvondence, 
Letter No. 145, pp. 296-297 





18 


Was running rampant in France and Germany, Marx himself ate 
tested to the strenght of German feelings on August 17, 1870: 

"The lust for Alsace and Lorraine seems to pre- 

dominate in two circles, the Prussian camarilla 

and the Soutn German beer-patriots, It would be 

the greatest misfortune which could befall Furope 

and above all Germany."11 
By the léth of September, Engels was fearful that the French 
workers might revolt before peace was concluded and wrote to 
Marx that this should be prevented if at all possible, 

"T would be appalling if as their last act of 

war the German armies had to fight out a battle 

with the Parisian workers at the barricades, [It 

would throw us back fifty years and delay every- 

thing so much that everybody and everything 

would get into a false position - and the na- 

tional hatred and the domination by phrases 

which would then arise among the French wor- 

ers. be 
On Januery 28, 1871, the French provisional government, which 
had replaced the badly beaten Louis Napoleon, signed an ar- 
mistice with the Prussians, The threat of a confrontation 
between French workers and the German army had been avoided 
but a new disaster soon befell the proletariat of France, 
The Prussian peace terms which were accepted on March lst 


provided for the annexation of the whole of Alsace and a 


Sizable portion of Lorraine, French nationalist resentment 


llipid., Letter No. 146, p. 299 


Ter pwd. , Letter No. 119, p. 305 - see also Engels! ar- 
ticle in Pall Mall of 17 Sevtember, 1870, 
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toward the unfavorable terms which the provisional govern- 
ment had signed together with the monarchist leanings of 
that government led to another revolt in Paris, The rebels 
siezed power and formed the "Commune" along socialist lines 
but it was a very temporary revolutionary success, On May 2lst, 
French government forces attacked the workers, In seven bloody 
days of fighting, 20,000 were killed in the streets of Paris 
and the Commune was obliterated, 

The Franco-Prussian War, the Annexation of Alsace, and 
the fall of the Commune caused both an awakening and a serious 
dilemma for Marx and Engels, It was a many faceted problem, 


1, After the war, Central and Western bLurope were 
divided into eapvroximately the economic regions 
Which Marx considered adequate for further, ra~ 
pid, industrial progress, Germany was now firm- 
ly united and the undisputed leader of the Ger- 
man speaking people, Italy had united in 1866, 
Nevertheless, there were still territorial de- 
lineations Which caused severe proletarian dis- 
unity, especially the German-French enmity over 
Alsace and the English-Irish problems, There 
Were aiso irredentist murmurs on the Italian 
Peninsula, How these territorial revisions 
could be achieved without a general war wes not 
at all clear, With German unification and Louis 
Napoleon's fall, the number of beneficial war 
possibilities was markedly reduced, 


2, Warfere among the Western European countries 
was no longer an acceptable method of vromoting 
the revolution, The German slaughter of the 
French forces hed avtly shown the potential 
destructiveness of modern warfare. furthermore, 
the war had been one of national mobilization 
on the part of Germany and conscription had 
placed the workers themselves in the fighting. 





SO 


Seie premature establishment of the Paris Commune, 
Pencraved by Neiba malistic resentment and the 
wholehearted support of the war effort by the 
German workers had irrefutably disclosed the low 
level of proletarian awareness which existed, 


4, It was evident that modern industrial growth, 
the sine qua non of a proletarian revolution and 
socialism, Was accompanied by increasingly de- 
MruculLve Millitvery Capability which, in turn, 
posed a serious threat to the very industry 
which created it, 





5. Worst of all, the Marxist theory itself pre- 
dicted thet the possibility for a war among the 
industrially advanced nations was likely, A mo- 
dern mode of production increased bourgeois com- 
petition in the world market as the number of 
products increased, The badly divided proleta- 
raat had little chance of a successful coup be- 
fore a new war broke out unless there was a 
marked and rapid increase of awareness, 
After 1871, there was an evident reduction in the attempts on 
the rart of Marx and Fngels to cither encourage independence 
movements or war monger, Both men became more concerned with 
the internal politics of the nations and with the promotion 
of proletarian interests through parliamentary methods or 
trade union activities, The class conflict in Russia, vir- 
tually ignored before 1871, received some attention, National 
factionalism in the "International" led Marx to abandon it in 
1872, He explained this in a letter to Bolte in November of 
that year and concluded: 
"Where the working class is not yet far enough 
advanced in its organisation to undertake a de- 


cisive campaign against the collective power, 
1.€,., the political power of the ruling classes, 
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it must at any rate be trained for this by con- 

tinual agitation against and a hostile attitude 

towards the policy of the ruling classes, Other-~ 

wise it will remain a plaything in their hands, 

as the September revolution in France showed, 

me as 15 2iso proved wp to a certain point by 

the game Messrs, Gladstone & Co, are bringing 

off in Fngland even up to the present time,"13 
Sorge resigned from the "International" in 187. and Engels 
agreed with his action, He predicted that Marxts writings 
would have an influence in the vears to come and then a new 
Communist International could be founded, 14. The difference 
between these and the statements of 1818, the Crimean War 
period, or even as late as the Austro-Prussian war of 1866 
is unmistakable, The situation was not serious enough to 
cause elther Marx or Engels to question the entire theory 
of economic determination but nationalism was striking some 
peviineg blows, 

The Russo-Turkish war of 1877 seemed to provide the 
answer to Marx's theoretical dilemma, Such a war was complete- 
ly acceptable, Russia and Turkey were both reactionary and a 
war between the two might result in a Russian revolution, 
Marx believed thet such a revolution was imminent since all 


sections of Russian society were in complete disintegration 


economically, morally and intellectually,1> There seemed to 





l3Ipid,, Letter No. 157, p. 319 
Witpid,, Letter No, 160, vp, 329-330 
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be no threat of war between the West European countries and 
Marx predicted that the Prussian aristocracy might even fall 
if they intervened, A bourgeois revolution in Russia or the 
fall of Prussia could trigger the proletarian revolution in 
Europe and the problem of national sntagonisms would be re- 


solved, 


"For the moment everything depends on the Poles 
(in the Kingdom of Poland) lying low, If only 
there are no risings there at the moment, Bis- 
marck would at once intervene and Russian chau- 
vinism would once more side with the Tsar, If 
on the other hand the Poles wait quietly till 
there is a conflagration in Petersburg and Mos- 
cow, and Bismarck then intervenes as a saviour, 
EEuseia Wildl Gang its = Mexico, "16 


In Germany, Liebknecht prepared a pamphlet calling for inter- 
vention on the side of Turkey in order to protect the Western 
PowWers from Russia, Marx sent him two letters supporting the 
article but, by the time it avpeared, the war was over and 
tie Fevolutionary hopes, were dashed, 
When the subject of a new "International" arose in 1831, 

Marx opposed its formation, stating that it would fail to take 
national differences into consideration, 

lms my Conveeniom thet the critical juncture 

for a new International Workingmen's Association 

has not yet arrived and for this reason I regard 


all workers! congresses, particularly socialist 
congresses, in so far as they are not related 


l6tpid,, Letter No, 155, ov. 349, A Polish independence 
movement was not deemed opportune for the revolution, 








to the immediate given conditions in this or 
Thateeearwcilar navion, as not merely useless 
but harmful, They will always fade away in in- 
numerable stale generalised banalities,"17 

Marx died in 1883 still opposed to an "Intcrnational" 
and without providing a solution to the problem of nationalism 
in Western Furope, Imgels! writings from 1883 until his own 
death in 1895 expressed antipathy for war among the advanced 
countries and tended, more and more, to supvort the promotion 
of proletarian ascendency either through use of the means 
provided by representative government or subversion, In 1888, 
he wrote to Sorge that a war would set the workers movement 
back for years and chauvinism would swamp everything, 

When the rapproachment between France and Russia 
threatened war in Europe, Engels wrote to Bebel that the par- 
ty would almost certainly come to power in Germany in another 
ten years and then allow Alsece and Northern Schleswig to de- 
termine their own fate, 

"For all that, I hope veace remains unbroken, 

In our present position we do not need to risk 
everything - but war would force us to do so, 
And then in another ten years we shall be auite 
Ciierenutvweapwecnared .,..,..lherefore, I hove 

and desire that our splendid and secure develop- 
ment, which is advancing with the calm and in- 


evitability of a process of nature, may remain 
On Lbsenatural iaines, "18 





l’tpid,, Letter No, 173, p. 387 
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Engels! clearest expression of his anti-war policy is con- 
tained in a preface to a new edition of the Class Strugeles 

in France which anveared in 1895, The article also practically 
precluded the future revolt at the barricades ss involving too 
great a risk, The threat of war was eliminsted by simply 
stating that war was no longer possible, 


"The recruitment of the whole of the population 
able to bear arms into armies that could be 
counted in millions, and the introduction of 
firearms, projectiles and explosives of hither- 
to undreamt of efficacy created @ complete re- 
volution in a11 warfere, This, on the one hand, 
put a sudden end to the bonapartist war period 
and insured peaceful industrial development, 
since any war other than a world war of unheard 
of cruelty and abso’ute incalculable outcome 
had becomé an impossibility, On the other hand, 
1t caused military crypenditure to rise in geo- 
metrical progression, and thereby forced un 
taxes to exhorbitant levels and so drove the 
poorer classes of people into the arms of so- 
cialism, The annexetion of Alsace-Lorraine, 

the most immediate cause of the mad competi- 
tion in armaments, might set the French and 
German Bourgeoisie chauvinistically at each 
other'ts throats; for the workers of the two 
countries it became a new bond of unity, And 
the anniversay of the Paris Commune became the 
firs’ wniversal commemoretion day of the whole. 
proletariat, "19 


This weak assurance of mants rationality and the statement 
that the taxation necessary for an arms race would drive veople 


to socialism is as close as Marx or Ingels ever came to vro-# 






1 xKarl Marx, The Class Strusgples in France, 18):3-1850 
(New York: International Publishers) p. Nine Memes ift 
from war monger to pacifist is aptly treated by B.D, Wolfe 
(Wolfe, Marxism, Chp, 3). 





DD 


viding a solution to netionalism in the advanced countries, 
Both men died still convinced that nationalism was a bourgeois 
trait and that the proletsriat only needed to be convinced of 
the fact, They had been able to use nationalism as an instru- 
ment of apparent benefit to the revolutionary cause in their 
early writings and had set an example for their followers by 
doing so, How nationalism was to be combated when it became 

a counter-revolutionary force,as had been the case in 1871, 


=: 


was an unsolved riddle, 
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V. 


The Imperialist War 


Vladimir I, Ulyanov was initially far more concerned 
with internal class conflicts in Russia than with the exter- 
nal manifestations of those strugeles,t Marx and Engels had 
Sought a war against Russia to generate a bourgeois revolu- 
tion there and thus sav euarreneh of European reaction, 
Lenin was absorbed in party organization, agitation, propa- 
ganda and activism in order to promote the revolution from 
within, Thus it was 1905 before he made his first vronounce- 
ments on the subject of international warfare, 

When the Russo-Japanese War broke out, it proved to be 
an elementary exercise for as knowledgeable a Marxist as Le- 
nin, Since Japan was fighting against Russia, Japan was pro- 
gressive, Lenin proclaimed this idea when Port Arthur fell to 
Japan on January 2, 1905, Advancing, progressive Asia had 


dealt backward and reactionary Eurove an irreparable plows 





1aithough not chronclosically separable, for purposes of 
analysis it is convenient to place Lenin's doctrines on the sub- 
ject of nationslism into three categories: (a) The croblem of 
wartime nstionalism; (b) The optimum choice of federation, euto- 
nomy or unity for the party organization and (c) The type of 
organization suitable for a multi-national, socialist state 
system, Such a division is employed in this essay, Section V 
deals with nationel wars and VI with the topics of perty and 
state organization, 


eve. Lenin, Collected Yorks (Moscow: Foreign Language 


Publishing House, 1963) Vol. 8, p. 8 
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In spite of this baleful beginning, Lenin was not and never 
would be the war monger thst Marx or Engels had been in their 
early years, He was quick to prevent any misunderstanding on 
the part of the proletariat, The same article declared: 
"The revolutionary proletariat must carry on a 
ceaseless agitation against war, always keeping 
im mind, However, that wears are inevitable. as 
long as class rule erists,"3 
This statement must have seemed a bit too pacifistic since it 
restricted the Marxist view that some international warfare 
could be beneficial to the proletariat. This was rectified in 
another essay on the war which was published in July. 
"There are wars and wers, There are adventurist 
wers, fought to further dynastic interests, to 
satisfy the appetite of a band of freelooters, 
or to attain the objects of the knights of ca- 
Prtolicl rolmeind phere Lsm@anotver Ikimdcd of 
Wer - the only war that is legitimate in cavi- 
talist society - war against the people's op- 
pressors and enslavers,"l 
Lenin's next oprvortunity to promote proletarian inter- 
ests through support of war was provided by the Balkan states, 
His commentaries are significant in that they demonstrate how 
his views differed from those of Marx and Engels, his relative 


naivete concerning national aspirations and his ideas on inde- 


pendence movements, Marx ‘and Engels hed usually welcomed war 


3Ibid,, De 53 
Libid., p. 565 = July 10, 1905 
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in the Balkans but Lenin was not so ready to commit himself 
to support of a Balkan war nor was he willing to speculate 
on the probable allignment of nations as his predecessors 
had done, His first remarks on the Balkan situation appeared 
in Pravda on October lt, 1912 and were critical of an article 
PrmeNovoye Vremya, Which had referred to Balkan unrest as a 
rallying together of the lesser nations for a holy war of in- 
dependence, Lenin eccused the paper of supporting bourgeois, 
Russian, nationalist plunderers who did not recognize the 
possibilities of a war involving all of Europe, 

"The nationalists! calculation is frank and 

Shameless to the last degree, While mouthing 

pompous words about "a holy wer of indepen- 

dence" of the peoples, they gamble with the 

lives of millions in the most cold-blooded 

way by inciting the veoples to a carnage for 

the profit of a handful of merchants and in- 

duistrielists.'5 
Lenin did not want a war, The issues were too confused and 
the risk seemed prohibitive, 

When the first Belkan war began on October 8, 1912, 
Bulgaria, Serbia, Greece and Montenegro were allied against 
Turkey, Lenints attitude changed immediately. This was clear- 
ly a war of oppressed peovles against reactionery Turkey and 


he favored it so long as there was no intervention by the 


Western European nations, 





SLenin, Comtce ved orks. Vol, 18, p. 339 
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"Even the most "liberal" bourgeois Europe, we 
Saye eerily, can Drime the Balkans nothing 
but supcort for decay and stagnation, nothing 
but bureaucratic obstacles to freedom, It is 
"Europe" that is hindering the establishment 
of a federal republic in the Balkans,"6 


The war appeared to be going so well that Lenin referred to 
it as a "New Chapter in World History" on October 21st, He 
stated that a step had been taken towards doing away with 
the survivals of medievalism throughout Eastern Europe, ! The 
Balkan monsrchies had also solved the national problem to 
team's Satisfaction, 

"The class-conscious workers of the Balkan 

countries are the first to put forward the 

slogan of a consistently democratic solu- 

tion of the netionel problem in the Balkans, 

That slogan calls for a Balkan federal re- 

public, The weakness of the democratic clas- 

ses in the present-day Balkan states (where 

the proletariat is small in number and the 

peasants are downtrodden, disunited and il- 

literate) has resulted in an economically 

and politically indispensable alliance be- 

coming an alliance of Balkan monarchies,"8 
On March 29, 1913, Lenin stated that the Balikan war was coming 
to an end, He believed that the capture of Adrianople was a 
conclusive victory for the Bulgarians and that the problem's 


centre of gravity had shifted from the theater of operations 


to that of squabbles and intrigues among the Great Powers, 7 





Ibid., vp. 3h9 
(ivan, pp, 367 
Stbid., p. 368 
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These were Lenin's last words on the Balkan situation and he 
would certainly have revoked them had it been possible, Hosti- 
lities had barely ceased when formerly progressive Greece, Ser- 
bia, Montenegro and Rumania, the national problem solvers, 
joined reactionary Turkey and attacked Bulgaria, The fighting 
began in June and ended in August of 1913, Lenin remained si- 
lent, Indeed, his former statements had been so wide of the 
mark thet there was little to say. He chose to ignore the is- 
Sue and was able to do this so effectively that he almost 
missed the beginnings of the first world war, 

World War I was as hard a lesson for the leader of the 
Bolsheviks as the Franco-Prussian one had been for Marx, The 
"Second Internationsl" shattered as once again Social-Deno- 
crats rallied to the netional standards, Lenin was confronted 
with the problem which Marx and Engels had left unsolved, His 
first reaction was a polemic against the socialist traitors 
to the revolution who were hastily voting war credits, They 
were bourgeois, chauvinist liars, The war itself was clearly 
defined as a bourgeois, imverielist and dynastic war, +0 Its 
was the duty of the Bolsheviks to agitate against the Tsar 
and chauvinism and the need was for weapons against one's 


own government, not against fellow workers of other netions, 





10OZenin, Collected Works, Vol. 21, p. 15 
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Lenints concept of converting the international war 
into a series of civil conflicts, although far easier said 
than done, was at least a partial theoretical solution, How- 
ever, two difficulties remained, First of all, the most defi- 
nitive Marxist statement on the then current situation had 
been Fngels' contention that defense of the fatherland was 
permissable under such circumstances, "Defense of the father- 
land" was a hopeless solution, Both French and German Socialists 
were using that motto to justify their lack of internetional 
fervor while a state of war quite clearly existed between the 
two, Nevertheless, this was the Marxist heritage and if Lenin 
departed from it, he would need some very sound reasons, The 
second obstacle, closely relsted to the first, was the matter 
of netional oppression, If one of two opposing countries con- 
tinued to be aggressive while another's war effort broke down 
into civil war, the nation engaged in civil conflict would 
surely be invaded and oppressed by the aggressor, Lenin's so- 
lution so far lacked sufficient motive force to bring the pro- 
letarians and socialists to allow themselves to be oppressed 
by foreigners, 

By November of 1914, Lenin had a rough solution, This 
was 2h Imperialist war which resulted from an advanced stage 


of capitalism and workers who supported it were being deluded, 
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"The question of the fatherland - we shall reply 
to the opportunists - cannot be posed without 
due consideration of the concrete historical na- 
bure Of tne present war, This is a imperialist 
war, 1.e., it is being waged at a time of the 
highest development of capitalism, a time of 
its approaching end ..... To the vresent-day 
bourgeoisie'ts attempts to divide and disunite 
them by means of hypocritical appeals for the 
"aGefense of the fatherland" the class-conscious 
workers will reply with ever new and persevering 
efforts to unite the workers of various nations 
in the struggle to cverthrow the rule of the 
bourgeoisie of all nations, The bourgeoisie is 
duping the masses by disguising imperia’ist ra- 
pine with the old ideology of a "national war", 
This deceit is being shown up by the proleta- 
riat, which has brought forward its slogan of 
turning the imperialist war into a civil war,"11 


femme nad hvs theoretical solution, In the problem solving 
pmocess, he had Pinkead together the earlier theories of pos- 
Sible vroletarian nationalism resulting from either national 
oppression or fraud on the part of the bourgeoisie and the 
idea of supra-national capital, The first of these theories 
had been developed during the intra-party debates over the 
nationality question itself and was, at the time, quite re- 
eently derivea,té The idea of supraenational capital and bour- 


geoisie had been employed as early as 1895 in dealing with the 


? 


llibia,, po, 38-39 


lestalin's essay Maryism and the National Question, first 
published in 1913, offerea the idea that, esvecially under con- 
ditions of’ oppression, the proletariat and peasantry might be- 
come nationalistic and that the strength of any such movement 
depended uton the degree to which they perticivated in it, 
(J.V. Stalin, Works (Moscow: Foreign Languege Publishing House, 
1753) Wetm 2, po, 319-320). 
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"Eeonomists" who had emphasized the inevitability of the re- 
folve@on end “trade unionism". 

"Commercial ties between the different countries 

are becoming closer and more extensive; capital 

CGioueluy passes from One country to another, 

The banks, those huge depositories that gather 

Capel vocetmer ard distribute it on loan to 

capitalists, begin as national institutions and 

then become international, gather capital from 

aa] countries, and distribute it among the ca- 

pitalists of Europe and America ..... Interna- 

tional associations of capitalists make their 

appearance, Capitalist domination is interna- 

wromel . 13 
In 1895, this theory had served to explain the tardy arrival 
of Marx's revolution and hed justified the need for violent 
revolt. Now Lenin was also applying it to the problem of the 
Necwnemiel War ragame in Europe, In theory, there should have 
Deecmene further problem with nationalistic conflicts, The 
bourgeoisie struggle was on 2 supra-national level and they 
employed their nation-state system only as an instrument to 
further their hopes of world domination, For a proletarian 
or peasant to allow himself to be duped into assisting them 
in this struggle under national pretenses was clearly inane, 

Both Marx and Engels received some very cavalier treat- 

ment at this point, Lenin simply threw their theory away as 


being antique, 


WWaeshort, it is not surprising that Marx and the 
Maryvyists confined themselves to determining which 


l3penin, Gelgyected Works, Vol, ¢c, p. 109 
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bourgeoisie'ts victory would be more harmless to 
(or more favourable to) the world proletariat, 
at a time when one could not speak of a general 
proletarien movement asainst the governments 

and the bourgeoisie of 311 the belligerent coun- 
tries, "1 


Lenin had become so engrossed in eradicating nationalism that 
he made the same omission that had occurred in 1905, Progressive 
wars of national liberation hada been forgotten again, This time 
he used the Serbs as an example in correcting the error and 
managed to force at least some of his earlier Balkan pronounce- 
ments into the new theoretical mold, He had said they were pro- 


gressive nationalists in 1912 and maintained that they still 


were, 


"Tn the present war the nationel element is re- 
presented only by Serbia's war egainst Austria 
(which, by the way, was noted in the resolution 
of our Party's Berne Conference). It is only in 
Serbia and among the Serbs that we can find a 
national-liberation movement of long standing, 
embracing millions, "the masses of the peoples", 
a movement of Which the nresent war of Serbia 
@coinmb Lusvreemre a “Continuation, if this 
war were an isolseted one, i.e., if it were not 
connected with the general European war, with 
the selfish and predatory aims of Britain, Rus- 
Sia, ete,, te would have been the duty of all 
socialists to desire the success of the Serbian 

. bourgeoisie - this is the only correct and ab- 
solutely inevitable conclusion to be drawn from 
the national element in the present war,"15 


Lenin went on to say that this element exemplified one ver- 


Mitt enin, GelMlceted Yorks, Vol, 2, p. 186 


1l5tbid., vp. 235 . 
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cent of the war effort, The remaining ninety-nine percent 
was imperialist. 

By the fall of 1915, Lenin had rounded out the theory 
and issued it under the title "Socialism and War", When the 
debate over the matter of the interpretation of imperialism 
continued, he sumnarized his arguments in a work under that 
title in 1916,1° 

When the novel theory of capitalist imperialism first 
appeared, it created a great fury of condemnation by other 
Marxists,t/ The most frequent and obvious objection was that 
imperialism had clearly existed before and during Marx's life- 
time but Marx himself hed never associated it with the econo- 
macs Of modenn imcuetrialy societives. He had condemned Gerna- 
ny's annexation of Alsace as nationalistic imperialism of the 
beer-hall variety and had frequently warned of the expansionist 
aims of backward, feudal Augen, 2° Lenin's new theory amounted 
to an argument that Marx had been in error, His contention 
that there had been no proletariat during the nineteenth cen- 
tury implied the refutation of much of the Marxist doctrine 


which hed clearly referred to an eristent working class, 


~1penin, Collected Works, Vol. 22, po. 186-30) 


1731p, Wolfe has described the war of words snd Lenin's 
CilOnmee FO WMebiiny his theazy toafellow Marxists (B.D, Wolfe, 
Marxism, Chp, Il). 


Loy apt Merx, "the Background of the Dispute (1853-1551) " 
imeriaelkstocik and Hoselitz: Eds., pp. 10-11. 
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There were other purely theoretical objections, Marxist 
doctrine had amply provided for the possibility of general 
war in Europe, The greater competition in the world market 
Mach resulted from increased productivity was sufficient 
cause, There was no apparent need for Lenin!s new theory 
other than to prevent proletarian participation in the war 
and the Western European Social-Democrats thought that par- 
ticipation was necessary, Each national party could rationa- 
lize that they were the vanguard of Marx's revolution, staunch- 
ly defending against reaction, A non-Marxist argument from a 
Russian whose theory also inferred absolution of his own 
country from any blame for the war was unacceptable, 

Lenin's new doctrine also had some deietorious strate- 
gic implications, Fxtra-netional, bourgeois agreements at 
least partially excluded the divisive character of the capi- 
talist camp, an advantage which "pure" Marxism retainea,1? 
There had been little objection to the concept of interna- 
tional capital in 1895, Lenin was practically unknown among 
Ssocial-Democrats then and the argument that violent <evoute 
tion was necessary in Tzarist Russia did not seem either ir- 


rational or dangerous, Applied to conditions in 191h, the 


19This Was Kautsky!s objection, Lenin's reply was that 
bourgeois contradictions renained and these antasonisms re- 
sulted in the veriodic "redivision" of the world (Lenin, 
Collected Works, Vol, 22, op, 289-298). 
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doctrine extended the requirement for violent revolution out- 
side Russia itself, Western Social-Democrats might agree thet 
tome wassnecesssary for backward Russie which still required a 
bourgeois revolution but not for modern nations such as their 
own, Too much progress had been made through representative 
government to risk it all and certeinly not for a non-Marxist 
idea, 

The fact that Lenints theory failed to convince other 
Marxists was a serious challenge to its validity. However, 
when considered in terms of other value systems, further ob- 
jections also arise, One of Lenints central premises was that 
Germany's extreme imperialism was due to a relative lack of .- 
colonies to receive excess capital,©° This caused ea need for 
expansion, He also cited the United States as having a cor- 
responding need and stated that industrial growth was even 
more rapid there, If this had been the case, there should 
have been a much more immediate need for U.S. expansion since 
Lenints own table of colonial possessions indicetes that the 


U.S. had fewer colonies than Germany,°1 


Colonies 

1876 T9il 

Area -—s Pop. Area Pam, 

Great Britain 22,5 251.9 2e5 Ss 393.5 
Russia i eeO 15.9 sifiedlt Se 
France 0.9 6,0 ORG Pore. 
Germany -- -- (an hiveany 
Umtveceoteres.=— ~ = Oe> 9. 
Japan -- ~- O73 1922 





<Onenin, Collected Works, Vol. 22, 0. 273 


“lipid,, p, 258 
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ey sepoiication of Lenin's theory, the United States should 
have been at war before Germany. If colonial possessions of 
2.9 million square kilometers couldntt absorb Germany's ca- 
meace, 0,3 million was not likely to suffice for the U.5, 
Lenints selection of corporations which had reached 
agreement om the division of the world was also most unfor- 
tunate, In order to prove the international character of ca- 
peace he cited “he following alliances or conflicts which 
had occurred during that see soe 
Alliances 
l. An agreement between Union Electric (A.F.G.) of 
Germany and General Flectric of the United States, 


2, German and Anglo-American mercantile shipping 
agreement, 


3, Distribution of oil in America and Germany by 
ene Amerwcan o11 trust, 


Conia. ct 
1, Rockefeller versus the Anglo-Dutch oil trust, 


If these agreements or enmities existed, then the U.S, and 
Germany should have been close collaborators, The possibility 
of ‘war between the two, even if there was a "redivision" is 
exc luded by Lenints theory, There was absolutely no reason 
for the "colony poor" U.S, to attack "colony poor" Germany. 


Both should have been after the vossessions of France, Eng- 





apices pp. 249-251 
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land and Russia.=- Even if allowance is made for the fact 
that the U.S. was not in the war, the argument lacks validi- 
ty. The U.S. could remain out of the war and be assured that 
new colonial possessions would become available as war 
weakened European colonial control and Europe itself became 
Vee tal poor", 

hor puenanvs’ theory, the worst possible choice of action 
for the U.S. was to declare wer on Germany, In April of 1917, 
that declaration was made, Woodrow Wilson, with the committee 
for the vromotion of U,S, bourgeois interests firmly support- 
moeeieme refuted V,I. Lenin, 

Imperialism was too good a propaganda vehicle to be 
abandoned just because it was untrue, The contention thet na- 
tions who were poor in capital could not be guilty of aggres- 
Sion had an even better apnvlication once Lenints Bolsheviks 
seized power, A socialist state, which had abolished capital, 
could not be imperialistic by definition, Furthermore, non- 
national capitalistic averice provided reasons for virtually 
any course of action chosen by the communists, The socialist 
state itself did not have to be threatened by another nation, 


Subversivecapitelists would provide a perpetual threat so 


es What Russia, an importer of capital, was doing with 
colonial possessions is not explained, 





10 


severe that protective measures would always be necessary 
whether war or peace existed, The communists could pose as 
the defenders of their own peoples as well as every other 
non-industrial nation in the world, Any activity on the part 
of economically advanced, capitalistic netions hsd to be 
based on exploitation and greed, Only communists could "li- 


berate" nations or nationalities, 





{1 


Valin 


Party and State Organization 


fers Cemliles> ditfieulties. with netionalism con- 
cerned questions of party and state organization which arose 
prior to the second congress of the Russian Social-Democra- 
tic Party in 1903, Two Austrian socialists, Karl Renner and 
Otto Bauer, had devised a novel solution to the problem of 
national minority differences and rights for their multi-na- 
iP Oma, 1. state,1 Since Austria was a country with the verious 
ethnic groups intermired throughout its territories, they 
believed that two methods of administr=tion were necessary, 
Sme Oreanwzation, formed along territorial lines, was to be 
ceepoue.vome for local administration, This group was also to 
provide for inter-territorial coordination at the federal go- 
vernment level and would constitute the usual state system, 
At the same time, a second body, consisting of revresentatives 
from ethnic groups who were not to be limited by territorial 
boundaries, was to be formed, They were to represent all of 
their nationality in matters of languege, culture and educa- 
tion regardless of location and under the protection of state 


law, Those who lecked a distinct territory were 2glso to be 





lotto Bauer, Die Nationeliteetenfrage und Die Sozial- 
denokratie (Wien: Verlag der Wiener Volksbuchhandlung, 192) 
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Pepresented, This formula of extra-territorial, national-~ 
cultural sutonomy was imnediately accepted by the Bund, an 
international organization of Jewish Social-Democrets, since 
their people had no state or province which they could call 
their own, 

As articles on national-cultural autonony began to ap- 
pear, Lenin was forced to turn his attention to the netional 
question, Bauer's formula was unacceptable to him for several 
reasons, 

i, It appeared to be a threat to the highly uni- 

fied, democratic-centrist party which he be- 

lieved was necessary for successful coordina- 

Monet revyolulionsry work, 

2. thers was no need for autonomy or federation 

in a truly socialist state, National differen- 

ces were to cause no problems since they would 

Cease to exist, 

3. The formula was not Marxist in that it removed 

a pert of the social superstructure from the 

economic (territorial) base, 

Lenin had exvressed his ideas on using national asvira- 
tions to further the revolutionary cause in 1895 and had also 
detided on the relationshiv of the varty with bourgeois nea- 
tionalists and various other grouns,* favnussia, une parbky or 


the proletariat could form a temvorary alliance with nationa- 


lists, educated classes, the petty bourgeoisie and religious 


Lenin, Colléected@ienks,“Volw2 spe 555. 
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Peoups who were subject to persecution at the hends of the 
Tzarist government, This alliance would have to be of a 
temporary nature OTe eo ui the vroletariat would be ca- 
pable of single-minded perseverance in generating a fully de- 
mocratic revolution, The others, who were plagued with deep- 
rooted class antagonisms, could not be fully trusted because 
they might be willing to make concessions or compromises be- 
fore the dictatorship of the proletariat was achieved,° ines 
demonstration of Lenin's understanding of the Marxist instru- 
mental use of nationalists was not a particularly auspicious 
beginning but at least it did show some greater degree of 
leniency than the blanket condemnations which were characteris- 
tic of Marx and Fngels, 

im February of 1903, as the influences of the Bauer for- 
mula began to take effect, Lenin made his first pronounce- 
ments on state organization in an article on the Manifesto 
of the Armenian Social-Democrats,+ He praised the Armenians 
HOreiaclvainge two correct principles on the nationality ques- 
tion in their declaration, These were: 


Peeeewcdemand for oolitical and cing iieerties 
with complete ecuality rather than autonomy, and 





3Ibid., po. 325-336 


Ltenin, Collected Works, Vol. 6, pp. 328-320, 
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2, The right of self-determination for every na- 
tionality which formed a part of the state. 


Menan then went on to print out that there was an inconsisten- 
cy in the Armenians! program, He steted that the demand for a 
federated republic was not comoatible with equality and self- 
determination, and declared thst the nerty had no business 
preaching federalism, Federation was said to presuvpose auto- 
nomous class states which would lead to divisive influences 
Pema Lae proletarians, After calling for unity, Lenin went 
on to explain his concept of self-determination, 

"The demand for recognition of every nationali- 

ty's right to self-determination simply im»lies 

that we, the party of the proletariat, must al- 

Ways and unconditionelly onpose any attempt to 

imt iwence national self-determinztion from with- 

out by violence or injustice, While at all times 

Berrorming this negative duty of ours (to fight 

and protest against violence), we on our vart 

concern ourselves with the self-determination of 

the proletariat in each nationality rather than 

with self-~determinstion of neoples or nations,"5 
He added that supnort for autonomy might be necesséery in ex- 
ceptional or isolated cases but that it should never be con- 
Sidered a permanent or binding part of the varty's progrenm, 
This early article is of great importance in understanding 


Lenin's position on the question of nationalism, The state- 


ments thst violence was excluded in influencing a nation's 





ata, a ee 


> 
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gecisions and that autonomy or federation were unacceptable 
as anything other than an interim measure to be infrequently 
applied were policies which he edhered to until after the re- 
volution,© 
At the second party congress in 1903, the Bund attempted 
to have the Bauer formula accepted and demanded thet they be 
recognized as the sole representative of the Jewish proleta- 
riat in Russia, They also advocated organization of the So- 
cial-Democratic party on an autonomous basis and the ae of 
extra-territorial, national-cultural autonomy for future so- 
cialist states, Lenin polemically oprosed these efforts and 
Was able to muster enough support to defeat the resolution, 
The Bundist revresentatives walked out and their departure 
gave him the majority in the Congress which vermitted him to 
p¥ieh through his centrist party plan and most of his nationa- 
lity policy, The national question was treated in articles 3, 
7,8 and 9 of the varty vrogram which emerged, 
"Apbicle 3,: Regional self-government for those 

border areas in which the way of life 

and comvosition of the population 

differ from thosé in genuinely Rus- 

Sian ereas, 


Amati cles 7, Destruction of social orders (Soslovii) 


Sienin's concept of an opportune application of federa- 


lism is contained in his analysis of the Balkan situation in 
1912, Federation was the "correct" solution for the Balkan 
Monarchies who lacked a vroletariat (Lenin, Collected Works, 
ome Omer 360)", 
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ana full equality forsali, citvamens, 
regardless of sex, religion, race and 
Iu Olas dudes. 


Article 8,: The right of a people to receive edu- 
cation in its native tongue, which 
right is to be guaranteed by the estab- 
lishment of schools necessary for thet 
purpose at the expense of the govern- 
ment and the orgens of self-government; 
the right of every citizen to use his 
native tongue in public meetings; the 
use of native language on a basis of 
equality with the state language in all 
local, public and government agencies, 


Article 9.: The right of all nations (Natsii) in 
the state to self-determination, "7 
Lenin objected to the word regional in article three as un- 
duly restrictive but lost on this vearureusar issue, 2 
The national question submerged from the scene hor na 
time but by 1912, the Bund, Polish Social-Democrats, Mensne- 
viks and the Balkan independence movements forced it to the 
surface again, Lenin came out strongly for both varty and 
state unity, declaring that the two questions were linked to- 
gether, 
"moderation for the "nationalities", with separate 
centres and without a separate centre for the 
Russians, or complete unity?..... The Party has 
moved away from it for good, Where has it moved 


to? Towards an "Austrian" federation? Or towards 
a complete renunciation of federation, to actual 





(Samad Shaheen, The Communist (Bolshevik) Theory of 
National Self-Determineation (The Hague, Bendung: “, Van Hoeve 
lec eee Doc oo 


Sipid., p. 28 
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unity? We are for the latter, We are opvosed to 
"adapting socialism to nationalism","9 


Lenin had included the demand for party unity as early as 

the 1903 congress and he never wavered on this point, eac- 
cepting splits in the Social-Democrats rather than compro- 
oe, tme requirement for a similer organization in a socia- 
list state, hinted at in the "Armenian" article, was now 
clearly announced, Lenin also adhered to this "all or nothing" 
Peinciaple until later events forced him to concede, . 

The nationel question remained a hotly contested issue 
among Marxists and the necessity for a more complete explana- 
tion, along with a refutation of Bauer, became imperative, 
Lenin, involved in souabbles which had mostly arisen out of 
his absolute decree on party unity, lacked the time to write 
ae Wemmirecd article, As a result, he chose one of his lieu= 
tenants, J.V, Stalin, for the task, Stalin was a Georgian 
from one of the "non-sovereign"” border regions and his selec- 
tion would eliminete any taint of Great-Russian chauvinism 
from the pamphlet, Lenin sent him to Austria, accompanied by 


Waoreast'' doetrine on the 


Bukharin, to formulate the complete 
subject of nationalities, 
Stalin produced Marxism end the National Question, 


teak in rererring to Stalints efforts, callled it, “his 





7Lenin, Collected Werks, Vol. 18, p. 12 
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only important or rather his only theoretical work" and at- 
tributed the thoughts and many of the actual phrases to lenin 
instead of Stalin, ?° When one considers the quality of other 
Stalinist works which never again apvroached the subtleties 
of this article, it appears that Trotsky was correct, Lenin's 
earlier writings had, in fact, included most of the princip- 
les which Stalin set forth,t! In questioning whether Stalin 
alone was capable of writing the essay, Trotsky also pointed 
out that the brilliant Marxist theoretician, Bukharin, Was 
the only member of the two-man Austrian task force who knew 
German, the language in which Bauer had written,1¢ 

"Stalin's" article begins by establishing the bond bet- 


ween nationalities and the concept of an economic base and 


107 con Trotsky, Stalin, An Aporaisal of the Man and his 
influence (New York and London: Harper and Brothers Publishers, 


T9LT) po. 158-159, 


11Por comparison, Lenin'ts early works on the national 
question are contained in the following articles of his Col- 
lected Works; —_— 
On Maniresto of Armenian Social-Demnocrats, Vol. 6, po. 327-329 
Mie Nationa: Question in our Programme, Vol. 6, vp. 455-463 
The Latest word in Bundist Nationalism,Vol, 6, pp. 519-521 
Even earlier, he hed advocated conditional suvvort for nationa- 
lists in The Task of the Russian Social-Democrats, Vol, 2, 
pp. 333-336. An additional important work is Lenin's A New 
Chapter in World History, Vol. 18, vp. 368-369, in which he 
advocates federetion for the Balkans, This also avpeared before 
peo ert for Austria, 


let otsky, OD.cit., po. leis 





79 


cultural superstructure, This was done by enumerating the 
Characteristics which a nationality should have in order to 
be recognized as a netion, lt There were four such require- 
ments: 

1, Commonly possessed a 

base 
2. Common economic bond 
3. Common language } 
Superstructure 

1, Common culture 
A nationality which was lacking in any Of “these respects did 
not qualify as a "Marxist" nation, The nations and the pheno- 
menon of nationalism were then firmly tied to history, Na- 
tionalism was a historical category of a certain epoch; spe- 
cifically, the period of the progression from feudalism to 
capitalism, Stalin also resolved the problems of determining 
the strength of a nationalist movement and of nationalism 
Within the ranks of the proletariat, He stated that nationa- 
lism'ts strength depended unon the degree to men the prole- 
tariat and peasantry participated in the movement, This, in 
turn was directly related to the type and amount of oppression 
to Which a nation was subjected and determined the extent to 
Which these two groups Neveu Nationalsstic. Since nevioMe iio 


arose out of subjugation, the party and proletariat as a whole 


ty, Stalin, Works (Moscow: Foreign Languages Pub- 
fishing House, 1952) Vol, 2, op. 3032-2lc, 
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were opposed to oppression, It had harmful effects on the 
full development of the workers of an oppressed nation,.Sta- 
lin clarified this point, Oppression was harmful in two re- 
spects, First of all, it limited the general and political 
education of the proletariat, 

"Restriction of freedom of movement, disfranchise- 

ment, repression of lensuage, closing of schools, 

and other forms of persecution affect the workers 

Homeecas, tf not more, than the bowrgeeoi sie, Such 

a state of affairs can only serve to retard the 

ieee development of the intellectual forces of 

the proletariat of subject nations,"1h 
secondly, preoccupation with national independence movements 
tended to unite the workers with the bourgeoisie rather then 
with the proletariat of other nations, 

"Tt diverts the attention of large strata from 

Socal QueStions, questions of the clam struggle, 

to netional questions, questions "common" to the 

Hroletariat and the bourgeoisie, wand this creates 

a favourable soil for lying provaganda about "her- 

mony of interests", for glossing over the class 

interests of the proletariat and for the intellec-~ 

tual enslavement of the workers, This created a 

serious obstacle to the cause of uniting the wor- 

kers of all nationalities,"15 
It was for these reasons that Social-Democrats proclaimed the 
right of nations to self-determination, J.V, Stalin himself 
defined this term so that there Would be no mistake about 


what was meant, 


wipia,, p. 319 


15tbid,, pp. 319-320 
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"The right of self-determination means that only 
the nation itself hes the right to determine its 
destiny, that no one has the right forcibly to 
imeeriere in the life of the nation, to destroy 
its schools and other institutions, to violate 
its habits and customs, to repress its language, 
Sreecurveil its rights,"16 
Peiiaciom coald do whatever it wished, 
"The right of self-determination means that a 
nation may arrange its life in the way it 
ieomeg. [tv has the right to arrangegits life 
on the basis of autonomy, It has the right to 
enter into federal relations with other na- 
tions, It has the right to comvnlete secession, 
NeeteCms are sovereign, and all nations have 
eqmel rights,"17 
At face value, these statements appear liberal enough to be 
accepted by many nationalists, However, Stalints article hed 
already excluded the Jews and Nomads of Russia, Neither were 
nations if a strict interpretation of the idea of peoples with 
distinct territories is avplied, Presumably this lack con- 
demned them to extinction just as Engels had passed judgement 
on the ethnic trash categories, 
It is precisely this type of ambiguity which robs Sta- 
Ma oeoemmecic and, to a lesser extent, Lemin's writings of 
any value as a guarantee of national self-determination, A 


close inspection of other vassages in Stalints work reveals 


that whether a reader is a knowledgeable Marxist or not, the 


16iTpid., p. 321 
lVipid, 





article does not provide clear suidance as to the proper 
course of action for a Bolshevik or anyone else, 
The following voassage appears immediately after the one 

which spoke of self-determination: 

"A nation has the right to arrange its life on 

autonomous lines, It even has the right to se- 

cede, But this does not mean that it should do 

so under all circumstances, that autonomy, or 

sevaration, will everywhere and always be ad- 


vantageous for a nation, i.e., for its majori- 
moeeees, far the toiling strata, “iG 


The reference to "toiling masses" throws open the same sees. 
tions which Engels! did when he advocated war in defense of 
the proletariat,l? Whether Stalin intended the text as an 
advisory to Bolsheviks of other nationalities or was placing 
conditions on the right to secede is unclear, Whether invasion 
megmeierstO00 Of proletarians in other countries is authorized 
or not is a major unanswered question, The confusion increases 
whem 2 time factor is added, 

"Al1 these are problems the solution of which 

will devend on the concrete historical con- 

ditions in which the given nation finds it- 

ee en thet; conditions, like everything 

else, change, and a decision which is correct 


at one varticular time may prove to be en- 
tirely unsuitable at another, "20 


18tnia,, Dees 
19 see page 25 above 
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The question of whether this remark is to be interpreted eas 
prior to or after the revolution in a country immediately 
arises, If Russia "reorgenized", the status of the border 
Nations would certainly be in doubt because of changed histo- 
ifmea) Conditions, 

A Bolshevik who had read Marx extensively would find 
further more subtle passages which virtually preclude seces- 
sion, Stalin spoke of freedom of self-determination, Marz 
taught that any man born after the division of lebor had oc- 
Corred, unless he belonged to the ruling class, was- born a 
Slave, This slavery was the result of that very division of 
labor which had made man dependent uvon others for his means 
Sieiavelihood, Only through communism, the negation or Sve 
Givision of Jabor, could all men become free, Until suem tine, 
phrases such as right, freedom, etc, were ideas used by the 
ruling class in order to deceive those whom they exploited, 

"Only in community (with others) has each indi- 
vidual the means of cultivating his gift in 
alisa@airections;: only, in the Ccomimnivy, vteere- 
fore, is personal freedom possible, In the pre- 
vious substitutes for the community, in the 
State, etc,, personal freedom has existed on- 
iy tor the individuals of this, the ruling 


Ciese. 2 |! 


In this meaning of the word freedom, the Bolshevik regime, 


Clxarl Marx and Frederick Engels, The German Ideology, 
Dee ol. 





Bu. 


ma theory, would build the first free state in history by 
establishing common ownership of the means of production, 

Any attempts to freely choose secession from this wonderful 
organization would heve to be made by a ruling class of ex- 
ploiters, If the workers participated in such a secessionist 
movement they did so only because they had been deluded by 
bourgeois concepts of a freedom which did not evist in a non- 
communist state, 

Stalin had also stated that the varty would not support 
every demand of a nation, A nation had the right even to re- 
turn to the old order of things if they so desired but So- 
cial-Democracy would not subscribe to such a decision if taken 
by some institution of a particular nation, ©2 This apparently 
inane remark is of particular ate canes since it actually 
Specifies who will make the decision for federation, union 
or secession, Again, it is a matter of the Marxist use of 
the word institution, 

Usmcemrhe State is the form im which the indi— 
Vrevets Ol & Tuling class assert their connon 
interests, and in which the whole civil socie- 

‘ty of an epoch is evitomised, it follows that 


the State mediates in the formation of all com- 
Mom rns tacucions, "23 


eeStalin, Works, Vol, 2, v. 321 
23 
5 8s 


Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, The German Ideology, 
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This Marxist interpretation of the word institution, when 
applied to Stalin's statement, would mean that there was no 
institution in a non-socia’ist nstion which could make a 
gemand for secession which would be considered legitimate by 
the Bolsheviks, Lenin's insistence on democratic centrism in 
the party even excluded a demand for independence by other 
Bolsheviks, 
some of Lenints statements further complicate the issue, 

immediately after Stalints work was published he made the fol- 
lowing pronouncement, 

"The right of nations to self-determination (i.e., 

the constitutional guarantee of an absolute free 

and cemocratic method of deciding the question of 

secession) must under no circumstances be con- 

fused with the exnediency of a given nation's sé- 

cession, The Social-Denocratic Party must decide 

the latter question exclusively on its merits in 

each particular case in conformity with the in- 

terests of social development as a whole and with 

tmestnterests of the proletarian class svtrugeie 

morecocielism, "cl 
Although his constant warnings against the use of force tend 
to indicate that Lenin was sveaking of whether or not his 
party would lend its verbal suoport to independence movements, 
the statement may be viewed as a demand for active inter- 


ference in behalf of the vroletariat, 


Tt Ls little wonder thet Stalin's ertviclesvon him 1re— 


2inenin, Collected Works, Vol. 19, p. 29. My italics, 
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cognition as a nationalities expert. Every Bolshevik in the 
party could read the article, apply his own ideas in inter- 
preting it, and come away convinced that he and Stalin were 
in full agreement, 

When Lenin returned to Russia in 1917, he emphasized 
national self-determination in his struggles with the vpro- 
Visional government which had replaced the Tzar, The slogan 
was very effective since the assembly was both internally 
split over that very issue and externally vacillating in its 
dealings with the nationalities, The campaign began with the 
April Theses, 


"As regards the national question, the proleta- 
two Party Pirst of &]11 must advocate the »oroe- 
clamation and immediate realisation of complete 
treedom of secession from Russia for all the 
nations and peoples who were oporessed by tsarism, 
Genie were forcibly joined to, or forcibly kept 
within the boundaries of, the state, i1,¢6,, an- 
nexed,...,. The proletarian party strives to create 
as large a state as possible, for this is vo wie 
advantage of the working people; it strives to 
draw nations closer together, and bring about 
their further fusion; but it desires to achieve 
this 2eim not by violence, but exclusively through 
a free fraternal union of the working veople of 

- all nations, The more democratic the Russian re- 
public, and the more successfully it organises it- 
self into a Republic of Soviets of Workers! and 
Peasants! Devuties, the more powerful will be the 
fPoreerof Volunv2ery attraction te such a republic 
on the vart of the working veople of all nations,"25 


en, Covieeted: Works 5) oll momo 
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This emphasis on the voluntary nature of the Russian Soviet 
Republic and its attraction to other nations was not just 
so many words, Lenin believed it was essential,@° In May of 
the same year, during his disputes with Rosa Luxemburg, he 
explained “insie Met een. 


"We stand for the settlement of vroblems which 
the bourgeois revolution has left unsolved, Our 
atcicude to the separatist movement is indist- 
ferent, neutral, if Finland, Poland or Ukraine 
secede from Russia, thcre is nothing bad in 
that, What is wrong with it? Anyone who says 
that is a chauvinist..... We are for a frater- 
nel union of all nations, If there is a Ukrai- 
nian republic and a Russian republic, there 
will be closer contact and greater trust bet- 
ween the two. If the Ukrainians see that We 
have a soviet revublic, they will not secede, 
put if we have a Milyukov republic, they will..."27 


Stalin also believed that force would not be necessary, At 
the seventh (April) conference of the R.S.D.L.P.(B) he 
stated that mistrust was bound to diminish since Tzsrist op- 
pression no longer existed, He thought nine-tenths of the na- 


tionalities would not choose to secede,©3 Both men pursued 





25tn his article entitled The Discussion on Self-Deter- 
mination Summed Up Lenin stated thet if a socialist party de- 
clares that 1b 18 against the forcible retention of an op- 
pressed nation within the frontiers of an annexing state it 
is thereby committed to renounce retention by force when it 
comes to vower, (Lenin, Collectea ors, Ol poeta. 3eo sere 
exemplary attraction of the new socialist state was to be ca- 
pable of ocrsuading unity, This was one of Engels! arguments 
(see pages 2-25 above). 





2 
1 ee Collected Works, Vol. 2, pp. 300-301, Also 
Lenin, "Revision of the Party Program”, Collected Works, Vol 26,058 


28stalin, Works, Vol. 3, p. 56 
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the “all or nothing" policy up to the time of the coup in 
October“? When the take-over occurred, the ambiguity and 
impracticality of the doctrine for a party of the Bolshevik 
type were to become painfully evident, Before discussing 
that failure, it is of interest to note that Lenin made one 
Pe Gner contribution to the confusion just prior to October, 
In his battle to convince the party that the time for action 
had come, he wrote and vublished Can the Bolsheviks Retain 
State Power, 20 The article advocated the use of terror to 
achieve revolutionary ends, If he meant to exclude petty 
bourgeois natio-alists or deluded proletarians, he forgot 


them, 


e°Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25 - State and Revolution, 
pp. Wie-lh50; Vol, 26 = Can the Bolsheviks Retain State Power, 


Pe eelio=liem otalin, Were ole - Against Federalism, vv, 





2°Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, vv, 89-136, 


"25433, 
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Valois 


War Communism 


Lenin made a definite effort at apolying his non-co- 
ercive theory when the Bolsheviks seized power, He announced 
the desire for immediate veace xnd included a decree against 
violence or annexations at the Second, All Russia Congress 
of Soviets on October 25, 1919 (old calendar), 


"If any nation whatsoever is forcibly retained 
Within the borders of a given state, if, in 
Svnite of its exnressed desire - no matter 
Whether expressed in the vress, at vublic meet- 
mes, in the decisions: of parties, ser im pro- 
test and uprisings arainst nationel oppression - 
it 1s not accorded the right to decide the forms 
of its state existence by a free vote, taken ef- 
ter the complete evacuation of the troops of the 
incorporating or, genereily, of the stronger na- 
tion and without the least pressure being brought 
to bear, such incorporation is annexation, i.e., 
seizure and violence. "1 


At the same meeting, the first vrovision for a state organi- 
zation in the form of commissariats was made and there was 
no mention of either unity or federation.< On November 25, 
he promised Finnish and Ukrainian independence if this was 
what they demanded and, in fact, recognized Finland.3 The 


Ukrainians were another matter and presented the first real 


1henin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, p. 250 


“Ibid., pp. 252-253 


pid, . po. 2 (This send the dates hereafter are from 
the new calendar), 








10, 


challenge to Lenints national theory, It was found thorough- 
i lacking. 

The beginning of the revolution et first appeared 
guite favorable in the Ukr aine,+ In Kiev, the Rada and the 
Bolsheviks formed an uneasy and distrustful alliance in the 
overthrow of the forces of the Provisional Government, Once 
that government was defeated and there was no longer a need 
for such cooperation, troubles arose, On December lh, 1917, 
the Bolsheviks called an all Ukrainian Congress of Workers', 
soldiers! and Peasants! Soviets in an effort to gain control, 
They were immediately confronted with two problems, First of 
all, less than 100 of the 2,590 delegates were Bolsheviks 
and secondly, an ultimatum from Lenints Council of Peoples! 
Commissars in St, Petersburg arrived on the same day, The 
ultimatum, written by Lenin himself, provides an excellent 
summary of the problems which had resulted from his seizure 
of power,> It also marked the beginnings of "War Communism” 
for the national groups of the former Empire, Lenin began by 
stating his recognition of Ukrainian independence and national 


memes, ser praising himself tor his@oemuler recocniulon om 


Lthe ehronolosy of events in Che wUhraime le 5G mega 
Richard Pipes, The Formation of the Soviet Union (Cambridge, 
Mass,: Harvard University rress, 19 Chie. Bil, 
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Finnish rights, he got down to the business at hand, 


"We accuse the Rada of conducting, behind a 
screen of national phrases, a double-dealing 
bourgeois policy, which has long been ex- 
pressed in the Rada's non-recognition of the 
Soviets and of Soviet power in the Ukraine 
(incidentally, the Rada has refused to con- 
eres Lerritorial congress of the Ukrainian 
Soviets immediately, as the Soviets of the 
Ukraine had demanded), This ambiguous policy, 
which has made it imoossible for us to re- 
cognise the Rada as a plenivotentiary repre- 
sentative of the working and exploited masses 
@ieene Ukrainian Republic, hes lately led the 
Rada to steps which wvreclude all possibility : 
of agreement,"6 


The specific problems which Lenin accused the Rada of causing 
included their demands thet Ukrainian troovs return home 
from the front, disarmament of soviet troops, and the grant- 
ing of freedom to White forces to cross the Ukraine, Then 

the ultimatum itself was nresented, 


"At the present time, in view of the circum- 
stances set forth above, the council of Peoples! 
Commissars, with the full cognisance of the 
peooles of the Ukrainian and Russian republics, 
asks the Rada to answer the following questions: 
1, Will the Reda undertake to give up its at- 

tempts to disorganise the common front? 

2, Will the Rada undertake to refuse transit 
to any army units on their way to the Don, 
the Urals or elsewhere, unless it has the 
sanction of the Commender-in-Chief? 

3. Will the Rada undertake to assist the re- 
vOolUtionary troops in their series, agganst 
the covnter-revolutionary Cadet-Kaledin re- 
volt? 


6ipid., po, 241-352, The territorial congress of sovicts 
which Lenin demanded was in session when his message arrived, 
He had no way of knowing this and, consequently, the incredibly 
poor timing of the ultimatum resulted, 


7 
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4, Will the Rada undertake to stop attempts to 
disarm the Soviet regiments and the workers! 
Red Guard in the Ukraine and immediately re- 
turn arms to those who had been deprived of 
them? 
In the event no satisfactory answer is received 
to these questions within 8 hours, the Council 
of People's Commisssrs will deem the Rada to be 
in a state of oven war with Soviet power in Rus- 
Sia and the Ukraine,"7 
The Ukrainian Congress rejected the ultimatum as an infringe- 
ment on their independence, The situation went from bad to 
worse, On December 19, 1918, Lenin tried to negotiate with 
the Ukrainians again but they refused to meet his terms ,8 
Indeed, with the confusion which reigned throughout the for- 
mer empire, it was impossible even if they had wanted to co- 
Operate, The Ukrainians covld no more distinguish army de- 
serters from Whites or brigands than Lenin could, His demands 
were complctely unreasonable, 

Lenin was saddled with a theory much like Engels! "de- 
fense of the fatherland", It had sounded fine until actual 
application was required, Then matters appeared considerably 
different, The theory had been satisfactory in choosing one 
or another independence movement for vropaganda purvoses, it 


had worked well in the struggle with the provisional govern- 


ment but when the Bolsheviks came to power, force was avail- 


MIbid., pp. 262-363 


8ibid., pp. 398-399 
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able and could be used to decide matters. The need to con- 
solidate the newly won position of power, White opposition 
and the demands of the war with the Central Powers ensnared 
Lenin, There was no way to separate the bourgeois and Whites 
from the nationalist workers and peasants. Independence move- 
ments had become as inimical for Lenin's Russia as they had 
been for Marxts Western Furope, 

There were other comvlications, A great many of Lenin's 
followers were Great Russians, As these Great-Russian Bol- 
sheviks attempted to secure their position in Russia itself 
and in the borderlands, chauvinism alienated many more of the 
minorities. Quite understandably, this form of oppression 
from St. Petersburg could not be distinguished from the pre- 
vious Tzarist brard, This attitude removed the last hope of 
Beuccess fOr Lenints theory. 

Lenin officially abandoned his previous doctrine of 
deave uniby and non-coercion in January of 1915 at the Third, 
Pllvonmeewa Congress of Soviets, Fither he applied force or 
the Bolshevik regime wou'ld have collapsed, From Lenin's point 
of view, this wovld have meant the loss of any hove for the 
oppressed proletsriat for a long time to come, If oppression 
of the nationalists was necessary to remain in power, so be 
it, Such movements were bourgeois by definition and if some 


of the prolctariat were verticipating in the national move- 
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ments, they would have to be sacrificed for the good of all, 
A federal constitution was decreed and, although Lenin's 
Speech on the occassion is full of phrases about unity and 
a world-wide state, he was clearly compromising in order to 
retain some of the vaunted, exemplary, unifying influence, 7 
In 1931, Stalin attested to the real nature of the concession 
in an author's note on his article, Against Federalism, which 
he had written prior to the revolution, 19 He gave three rea- 
sons for the compromise, 

ieee number of the Nationalities of Russia had 

separated and federation might result in 


eloser relations, 


2. Federation vroved not so contradictory to 
economic ties as hed been exvected, 


3. The national movements had proved to be 

stronger and much more complex than ex- 

pected, 

When Lenin adopted the federal system, it was to be 
only a temporary measure, His control of the government was 
so tenuous even in Russia itself that attaching a federal 
ieee to the independent nations of the former TZarist emn- 
pire was quite optimistic, Recalling that Marx had said 


that the revolution would soon follow in Western Furove, 


which would solve Lenints multitude of problems including 


9Ibid., pp. 179-L22 


lOstalin, Works, Vol. 3, pp. 25-33 
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organizational matters, federation should have lasted for 
only a matter of months at the most, In the meantime, a 
holding action was necessary and a declaration of federa- 
tion might conceivably help, 

Heonomic, martial and national vroblems stesdily wor- 
sened for Lenin, German evacuation of the Ukraine vrovided 
a second opportunity to apply his national pole When 
Germany surrendered to the Allies in November of 1918, anar- 
chy reigned in the Ukraine, Farlier, in the fall of that year, 
the heads of the former Rada had formed the Ukrainian Neeaonall 
Union with an executive orgén, the Directorate, headed by 
Vinnichenko, This group managed to overthrow the forces of 
the Hetmanate, which had ruled during the occupation, and 
established a government in Kiev on the llth of December, 1919, 
While these Ukrainian nationalists were attempting to conso- 
lidate their position to insure an indevendent state, Bolshe- 
viks were already invading. Lenin had not even bothcred to go 
through the motions this time, A "Soviet" Government of the 
Ukraine had been founded at Kursk with Piatakov at its head, 
This farcical regime was entering the Ukraine on the heels 


of the Red Army, When the Directory received news of Soviet 


tithe chronology of events used is taken from xichard 
mipeese he Formation of the Soviet Union, Chp, Iida, 
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troop movement in the north and northwest, they pnrotested 

to Moscow, Chicherin replied that the troops were not Mos- 

cow's but Piatakov's, that the Ukraine was experiencing a 

civil war, and thet the Russian Socialist Republic had no 
aggressive intentions against the independence of the Ukraine,t¢ 
The blatancy of these statements is evidenced by Lenin's 
telegraphic directive to Serpukhov, Commander-in-Chief of 

the Red invasion force, It was sent on the 29th of November, 
ietogeoerore Chicherin's reply. 


"As our troons push on westwards and into the 
Ukraine, provisional regional Soviet govern- 
ments are being formed to back up the Soviets 
in the localities, This has the advantage of 
depriving the Ukrainian, Lithuanian, Latvian 
anc Fstonian chauvinists of a chance to re- 
gard our troop movements as occupation and of 
creating a favourable situation for further 
advance, Otherwise our troops would have been 
a anwaapossible situation on @ccupied terri- 
tory ana the local population would not have 
meu whem as lidberators ..... 13 


1@The Ukrainians seem to have achieved two "firsts" of 
guestionable value, The Soviet use of normal diplomacy while 
conducting actual subversion of a government, the two-camp 
formula, was anvlied there for the first time as Was the em- 
Pplcewmcent Of a puppet rezime to iustify an invasion. 
The Baltic states received similar treatment, See S.W. Page, 
"Lenin, the Nationel Question and the Baltic States, 1917-1¢" 
Miele American Slavic and Hast Kuropéan Heview, Volpyevain, 


No. a 1949, PD. 15<21 
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On February 6, 1919, the Red Army re-entered Kiev. The So- 
viet Government assumed control but lasted only seven months 
When Donekints Whites drove them out a second time, The third 
and final Soviet government followed the Red Army into the 
Ukraine again in December of 1919 and established the regime 
Which was to last until World War ITI, 

The Ukraine was not a special case of failure for Le- 
nints national doctrines, The predominantly Great-Russian 
Bolsheviks also alienated allies who attemnted to coonerate 
with his new regime, The Bashkir peoples! experience demon- 
strates the worst example of this type of tragedy, t+ 

When the Provisional Government came to power, the 
Bashkirs demanded territorial autonomy. This demand was denied 
and the Bashkir leadership took steps toward founding a na- 
tional government, When the Bolshevik coup occurred, the So- 
viet which was established at Ufa consisted primarily of the 
Great-Russian nationals who resided in the area and it was 
hostile to the local Bashkir population, The Bashkirs recipro- 
cated, Their leaders moved to Orenburg and announced the for- 
mation of an Autonomous Bashkir Republic which Lenin promptly 


recognized, This act was, in fact, a promise at the time since 





Uithis chronology of events is taken from Richard F, Pines: 
"The First Fxveriment in Soviet National Policy: The Bashkir 
Republic (1917-1°20)", in Russian Review Vol. IX, No.l (Octo- 
ber, 1950) pp. 303-319. 
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the area itself was held by the White General, Dutov. In 
February of 1°18, the Red Army defeated Dutov, entered Oren- 
burg and arrested the Bashkir leader, Validov, along with the 
Bashkir Council, The Red forces then proceeded to set-up a 
Bolshevik Temporary Revolutionary Soviet of Bashkirs,. Soon 
after this Soviet was established, Moscow decided to form a 
Tatar-Bashkir republic, The local Bolshevik Bashkir Soviet 
opposed unification with the Tatars but Moscow refused to 
recognize their demand and ordered the territories united, 
The issue, was temporarily settled when the Whites ceptured 
the contested area again, 

The short interim period had sufficed to demonstrate 
that neither the Bashkir nétionalists themselves nor the lo- 
cal Bolshevik Soviet could gain a significant degree of auto- 
nomy, As a result, when the White army regained the region, 
Validov was released from prison, a Bashkir military force was 
formed and it fought with Kolchak, Kolchak's unitarian poli- 
cies and lack of tact soon caused Bashkir enmity and, in Feb- 
ruary of 1919, the Bashkir leadership decided that they would 
change sides and fight for the Bolsheviks if Moscow would 
insure their independence, This offer was made and accepted, 
A telegram, signed by both Lenin end Stalin, was addressed to 
the Bolsheviks at Ufa and it stated the terms of the offer to- 


gether with orders svecifying quite clearly what the Bashkirs 


sae 


could expect, 

"Propose not to alienate Khalikov and to grant 

amnesty on condition thet a common front with 

Paar regiments is set up arainst Kolchak. 

The Soviet government vledges its full guaran- 

tee for Bashkir nstional freedom, But natural- 

ly, you must deal severely with counter-revo- 

jutionaries among the Bashkir povulation and 

achieve de facto control to ensure proleta- 

rian reliability of Bashkir forces,"15 
The Bashkirs, assured of independence, joined the Red Army, 
Byeenme fall of 1919, Red forces again held the Ural area and 
the Bashkirs attempted to establish their authority, They en- 
countered immediate opposition from the local Russians, On 
May 19, 1920, the Soviet government issued a new decree on 
Bashkir autonomy which was completely centrist, The Bashrev- 
hom objected and when Moscow refused concéssicns, civil war 
erupted in Bashkirya, The suppression of the Bashkirs was 
only a matter of time for the superior Red forces, In late 
1920, a new Bashkir Republic was formed with no Bashkirs at 
all in the government, “Moscow, in the face of a firm committ- 
ment to grant them their indenendence in order to gain the 
support of the excellent Bashkir military had made a complete 
about face, Lenin's policy would not work even for the peoples 


who befriended his government, 


“Stalin is often accused of a great deal of the oppress 


1Stenin, Collected Works, Vol. 28, p. LikS 
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mye actions which occurred during the period of dissolution 
Buu the charge 1s not too valid, From 1917 until 1920, Stalin 
did not have a position of authority which permitted him to 
cause the antagonisms which arose, The commissariat of netiona- 
lities began as an advisory organization and the chairmanship 
itself was vacant from the Summer of 1918 until the Spring of 


mee20- otalin was at the front, 2° 


When he did resume the chair- 
manship, his heavy-handed efforts at consolidation and uni- 
fication caused much unnecessary hardship but, until 1920, 
Lenin was primarily to blame, Lacking ethnic prejudice him- 
self, he expected others to deal with the various peoples on 

a similar basis, He held the state authority which he had 
wrenched out of the hands of the provisional government, He 

was responsible for the confused policy proclamations, Under 
the pressure of events, he was the first to officially senction 
the infraction of the rule against violence, Once set in mo- 


tion, he also lacked sufficient power to stop the abuse of 


mwoenonasy Paghts, 
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VIE 


Two Men = Two Policies 


Once Lenin accepted both coercion and federation, 
his national doctrine became completely unintelligible, 
While demanding party unity for the Bolsheviks, he was al- 
so advocating a federal form of government for states in 
which that single political party was obtaining power. The 
two were completely incompatible and, when the massive in- 
flux of relatively unsophisticated party members which be- 
gan in September of 1917 is considered, demanding adherence 
to both doctrines placed ever increasing stresses on the 
party itseif, One of the best examples of the confusion was 
revealed at the Eigth Party Congress in 1919. In a disvute 
with Pyatakov, on March 19, he was barely willing to admit 
that there was any national movement at all in the Ukraine 
or that the Ukrainian language was the language of the people 
there, + In the same sveech, after stating that there was too 
nm@chn ecmohasis on self-determination, he spoke of vUhe success 
Which had been achieved through recognition of Finland and 
emphasized voluntary alliances, While this sort of nonsense 


demonstrates the type of declarations which the membershin 


thenin, Collected Works, Vol. 29, p. 19h. Pyatakov was 
a Ukrainian Bolshevik seeking some indenendence -for the 
Ukrainian party, 
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had to attempt to unravel, it also demonstrated Lenin's own 
uncertainty, Pyatakov was being attacked for a suspected 
breach of party unity and the short lived Finnish Soviet 
example was cited as the ideal of state federation, Lenin's 
doctrine amounted to unity when he had control and compro- 
mee When he did not, The fact that the Ukrainian Bolshe- 
viks failed to understand this was ominous, In 1919, Lenin 
began to consolidate for a longer struggle, He instituted 
the Comintern in an effort to achieve the all inclusive so- 
lution to his problems, the Western Furopean Revolution, and 
at the same time began to take a more realistic view of mat- 
Wwems in Russia,© By December, he recognized the existence 

of genuine Ukrainian netionalism and even gave a strong arfgu- 
ment for its existence in his article Flections and the Dic- 
tatorship of the Proletsriat.2 He finally realized that his 
efforts to split the veasantry had failed, gave up the clas- 
sifications of rich, middle and poor, lumped all peasants 
into the petty bourgeoisie category, stated that they vacil- 
lated between the bourgeoisie and vroletariat, emphasized 
the need for an alliance with them and cited the Ukraine as 


an example,4+ By the end of 1°19, he went on record that there 


“Olga Hess Gankin, "Tne Bolsheviks end the Founding of 
the Third International" in The Slavic and Fast Furopean Re- 
Wage, Volmy XX, 1911. pp. 82-101. 


3tenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30, p. 271 
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were differences between Great Russian and Ukrainian Com- 
munists and that those differences concerned the state in- 
devendence of the Ukraine and the national question,? Isis 
added that concessions would have to be made to the Ukrai- 
nians, In the desperate days of late 1919, Lenin was be- 
ginning to put some meaning into federation, The concessions 
were not great but they must have appeared monumental to his 
unitarian mind, 

In february of 1920, Cheka use of the death penalty 
was abolished and terror began to subside, At the Ninth Par- 
ty Congress in March of 1920, he announced the end of "War 
Communism" and the transition to veaceful economic develon- 
ment, 

The war with Poland caused a eeeeen to many of the 
old policies but also proved the necessity of reform, Eco- 
nomic conditions in Russia proper, the Ukraine and the bor- 
derlands had been poor during the winter of 1919-1920, The 
Polish war was the last straw, Russie almost starved in the 
Winter of 1920-21 and nearly froze to death while doing it, 

During that winter, Lenin drafted the N,E,P. program 
which amounted to a compromise with both the veasants and 


the nationalities since meny of the minorities were peasant 


SIbid,, p. 296 | 
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peoples, At the Tenth Party Congress he declared that to 
continue "War Communism" meant failure of the revolution 
and emphasized the need for influence instead of terror, ! 
He stated that, until there was a revolution in other coun- 
tries, only an alliance with the peasantry could save the 
socialist revolution in Russia and that building socialism 
sn such a manner would take decades, In July, he pronounced 
Federalism a satisfactory transitional form of sovernment, 

"Gederation is a transitional form to the com- 

plete unity of the working veople of different 

nations, The feasibility of federation has al- 

ready been demonstrated in practice both by 

the relations between the R,.S.F.S.R. and other 

Soviet Republics (The Hungarian, Finnish and 

Latvian in the past, and the Azcrbaijan and 

Uxrainian et present), and by the relations 

Within the R,S,F.S.R. in respect to nationali- 

ties which formerly enjoyed neither state= 

hood nor autonomy (e.g., the Bashkir and Ta- 

tar autonomous republics in the (pean! Sion is 

founded in 1919 and 1920 resvectively).'8 
Ideologically, full acceptance of a federal state system 
was very sound, The N.F.P. meant the rise of cavitalism in 
the new Soviet system, According to Marx, rieane capitalism 
was accompanied by a growth of nationalism, If economic con- 
cessions were to be made to the petty-bourgeoisie pveasants 
eo 

6renin, Collected Works, Vol. 32, p. 133 
TIpid., p. 190 
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and they were to become allies, provision had to be made 

for their increased national aspirations. At the same time, 
N.H&.P. was a ticking bomb from the Marxist viewpoint. If 
capitalism were allowed to increase, Kulaks would obtain 
power, The divisive force of nationalism would be strength- 
ened.” In both instances, the Communist Party stood an ex- 
cellent chance of collapsing. Lenin had Started a4 race 
against the clock, Realizing the risk, he instituted the de- 
cree on party (aghlaNy along with the N.E,P. to ensure strength 
and solidarity,19 A year later, at the Eleventh cones. 
the anti-factional decree was passed to further reinforce 
the party apparatus, 

Lenin and Staelin had already begun a drive for state 
unity through the organization of the Russian Soviet Fe- 
Gderated Socialist Republic, When Stalin returned to the 
chairmanship of the Commissariat of Nationalities (Narkom- 
nants) in 1920, he immediately began to work toward increas- 
ing its scope and authority, His first move was to obtain 
delegates from the territories and establish a Soviet of 


nationalities, The necessary decree was obtained from the 


Stalin spoke of its danger duritige ce camvi Cie on or 
Secen Gatiev for "nationel devistion in 1923, (Stalin, 
Marxism end the National and Colonial Suestion, New York: 


International Publishers, »o, 1 


10 enin, Collected Works, Vol. 32, p. 28 
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state apparatus on May 19, 1920.11 A year later, Stalin 
obtained authorization to send delegates to the territo- 
ries, including treaty and federated republics, for purpo- 
ses of "supervising" fulfillment of decrees by the Central 
Federal Authority of the R.S.F.S.R,1¢ Lenin knew of this 
maneuver and apvroved of it for his signature appears on 
the document, This decree amounted to a complete shift in 
the character of Narkomnants in that it changed from an 
advisory organization to administrative functions and the 
republics were lashed together through the Nationalities 
organization as well as the party. It iS Anmwerestine to 
note that the list of representatives for the Soviet of Na- 
tionalities included the "head of the Jewish, Latvian, 
Lithuanian, Polish, Finnish and Estonian departments for 
Nationalitzes, "12 This had the appearance of being very de- 
mocratic and, at the same time, representatives were ready 
in case of an opportunity to establish a new revolutionary 
government, It may or may not have occurred to Stalin or 
Lenin thet they had also made a de facto apovlication of the 


much maligned "Bauer" formula by accepting representatives of 


llRudolf Schlesinger, Ed,, The Nationelities Problem 
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"territoriless" peoples, 


Stalin's authority became even greater on July 27, 


1922 through another All-Russian state decree, + The di- 


rective assigned Narkomnants the following duties: 


ae, 


ae 


nO" 


ga V 


Draft all projects and measures relating to 
national policy, 


Take necessary measures for avplication of 
common federal legislation and ordinances, 


Give opinions on all financial and material 
matters, 


Participate in drafting oe an all-federal 
system of taxation, 


Supervise common work of the autonomous re- 
DUbIIeCS and regions, 


Defend national] rights, 


Rstablish representatives on the central 
executive committees and Soviets of People's 
Commissars in individual Republics and auto- 
mMomous regions, 


Negotiate with revresentatives of the nationa- 
im ties, 


Collect material on modus. Vivendieoie vse 14 
tromalities (Census), 





irsin corps of volitical end sevremworrcers 
of non-Russian nationality. 


Stalints Commissariat had virtually become the govern- 


ment of the R.S.F.S.R. for everyUning exceoG miltver y cl Poe 
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Leiber Russel Batsell, Soviet Rule in Russia (New 
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and negotiations with non-socialist countries, This situa- 
tion would have been dangerous for the few remaining mino- 
rity prerogatives under any circumstances but for Stalin to 
have achieved this degree of authority was disasterous, His 
interpretation of federalism was no different from absolute 
unity, At the time that the first constitution was issued 
in 1918, he had speculated on the form that the federal 
system would take in actval overation, 

"Military and naval affairs, foreign affairs, 

rallways, post and telegrarh, currency, trade 

agreements and general economic, financial 

and banking policy will probably all come 

Within the orovince of the Central Council 

of People's Commissers, All other affairs, 

and primarily the methods of imolementation 

of general decrees, education, judicature, 

administration, etc,, will come within the 

province of the regional Councils of People's 

Commissars,"15 
This interpretation left nothing to the nationalities ex- 
Sept to follew directions end ensure complwanee, 

While these centrist encroachments Were im progresa, 

the party was developing some non-international trends, In 
the Ukraine and Georgia, old Bolsheviks resented the in- 


vasions on their local administration which Moscow made with 


imereesing frequency,!© The antagonisms mounted and over- 


15Stalin, Works, Vol. li, p. 72 
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flowed in the winter of 1922, Stalin attemoted to consoli- 
date Georgia, Azerbaidjan end Armenia into the Transcau- 
Caslan Republic as a step toward formation of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, The Georgian Communists 
deeply resented this maneuver, not because they were op- 
posed to the Union itself, but rather on account of the 
reduction in statuts for Georgia which federation into 
Transcaucasia implied, Belorussia and the Ukraine were to 
enter the Union directly, If Georgia did not, it amounted 
to a declaration that Georgia was a second-rate nation, 
During the debates, Lenin received telegrams and letters 
from Georgia which compleined of threats against Georgian 
communists and requested an inquiry. Ordzhonikidze, one 

of Stalints accomplices was singled out as particularly 
offensive, Two commissions were sent to Georgia to in- 
vestigate, Dzerzhinsky, another of Stalin's close asso- 
Clates, Was sent first, Rykov, whose relations with Stalin 
were not close, was later assigned a similar task, Rykov 
revurned first and reported to Lenin, There is no ™ record 
of what he said but it must have been unfavorable for Sta- 
lints cohorts, It may have included the fact thst Ordzho- 
nikidze had administered a beating to one of his fellow 


Georgian varty members who onposed the unification vlan, tf 


1?tpid., vp. 276-278, Lenin refers to this incident as 
evidence of failure of the unification plan. (be’ow n, 110) 
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This was the point beyond which Lenin allowed no one to GO. 
The party members were sacrosanct and violence towerd them 
was sacrilege, His purges of the party had been ones of 


expulsion and he had even been reluctant to execute the 


18 


Tzarist police spy, Roman Malenovsky, Soon after Rykov's 


report, Lenin dictated a condemnation of Stalin, Dzerzhinsky 
and Ordzhonikidze, 

That condemnation, written in December of 1922, is 
Pesenved here in full since it consists not only of an at- 
tack on Stalin and his accomplices but also the admission 
that the Whole plan of centralization had been too rapid 
and that severe abuses had resulted, For a Nationalist, it 
also demonstrates that the communist party cannot even pro- 
tect minorities among its own membership, 


"THE QUESTION OF NATIONALITIES OR "AUTONOMISATION", 
I supvose I have been very remiss with resvect to 
the workers of Russia for not having intervened 
energetically and decisively enough in the noto- 
rious question of autonomisation, which, it ap- 
eearspeees officially called thew qucswlen or )tiec 
union of Soviet socialist renublics, 

Whenme this question erose last summer, 1 was il]; 
and then in autumn I relied too much on my reco- 
very and on the October and December plenary meet- 
ies fiving ne an Oprortunity of Aii@ervenie. an 
this question, However, I did not manage to attend 
the October Plenary Meeting (when this question 
came up) or the one in December, and so the ques- 
tion passed me by almost comoletely, 


18 5ohn 5S. Reshetar, Jr., A Concise History of the Com- 
munist Partv of the Soviet Union (New York/-Jashington/Loncon: 
Frederick A, Praeger, Publishers, 1941) p. 218 
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It have only had time for a talk with Comrade Dzerzhin- 
sky, who came from the Caucasus and told me how this 
matter stood in Georgia, I have also managed to ex- 
change a few words with Comrade Zinoviev and express 
my aoorehensions on this matter, From what I was told 
by Comrade Dzerzhinsky, who Was at the head of the 
commission sent by the C.C, to "investigate" the Geor- 
Sieincadent, I could only draw the greatest appre- 
hensions, If matters had come to such a pass that 

Or jonikidze could go to the extreme of apolying phy- 
sical violence, as Comrade Dzerzhinsky informed me, 
we can imagine what a mess We have fot ourselves in- 
to, Obviously the whole business of "autonomisation" 
was radically wrong end badly timed, 

It is said that a united apvaratus was needed, Where 
dia that assurance come from? Did it not come from 
that same Russian apvaratus which, as I pointed out 
mieone Of the vreceding sections of me diary. we 

took over from tsarism and SURI anointed with 
weviet o1l? 

There is no doubt that thet measure should have been 
delayed somewhat until we could say that we vouched 
for our avnvaratus as our own, But now, we must, in 
all conscience, admit the contrary; the apvaratus we 
eel Ours Sey in Deer, still Gguitesaibeneto us st 

is a bourgeois and tserist hotch-votch and there has 
ween 71O possibility of Settlwme Tia 68 1b in the course 
of the past five years without the help of other coun- 
tries and beceuse we have been "busy" most of the 
time with military engagements and the fight against 
famine, 

ies Guice naturel that in Such cirewmstances the 
"freedom to secede from the union" by which we justi- 
fy ourselves will be a mere scrap of paper, unable 

to defend the non-kussians from the onslaught of that 
really Russian man, the Great-Russian chauvinist, in 
substance a rascal ana a tyrant, such as the typical 
Russian bureaucrat is, There is no doubt that the 
infinitesimal percentage of Soviet and sovietised 
workers will drown in that tide of chauvinistic 
Great-Russian riffraff like a fly in milk, 

It is said in defence of this measure that the Peop- 
StetssGommissariats directly concerned with neticnal 
psychology and national education were set up as 
separate bodies, But there the question arises: can 
these Peonle'!s Connissariats be made quite indeven- 
dent? and secondly: were we careful enougsh to take 
measures to vrovide the non-RKussians with a real 
safeguard arainst the truly Russian bully? I do not 
think we took such neasures although we could and 
should have done so, 
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I think that Stalints haste and his infatuation with 
eure Boministration, together with his spite against 
the notorious "nationalist-socialism", played a fa- 
tal role here, In politics spite generally plays the 
basest of roles, 
I also fear that Comrade Dzerzhinsky, who went to 
the Caucasus to investisste the "crime" of thos "na- 
tionalist-socialists", distinguished himself there 
by his truly Russian frame of mind (it is common 
knowledge that veopnle of other natiozalities who 
have become Russified overdo this Russian frame of 
mind) and that the imoartiality of his whole com- 
mission was typified well enough by Orjonikidze's 
"manhandling". I think that no provocation or even 
meeewlt can justify such Russian manhandling and that 
Comrade Dzerzhinsky was inervcusably guilty in adopt- 
ing a light-hearted attitude towards it. 
For all the citizens in the Caucasus Orjonikidze was 
Wit authority, Orjonikidze had no right to displey 
that irritability to which he and Dzerzhinsky referred, 
On the contréry, Orionikidze should have behaved with 
a restraint which cannot be demanded of any ordinary 
eizen, still less of a m@n accused of @ "political" 
crime, And, to tell the truth, those nationalist-so- 
Cialists were citizens who were accused of a politi- 
Gal crime, and the terms of the accusation were such 
that if could not be described otherwise, 
Here we have an important question of principle: how 
is internationalism to be understood? 

Lenin 
Weeember 30, 1922 
Taken down by M.V, 
Continuation of the notes, 
December 31, 1922 
TueeeowrMoriON OF NATIONALITIES OR “AUTONOATSATION” (cont) 
In my writings on the national question I have already 
said that an abstract presentation of the question of 
nationalism in general is of no use at all, A distinc- 
tion must necessarily be made between the n>tionalism 
of an oppressor nation and that of an opvressed nation, 
the netionalism of a big nation and that of a small 
nation. 
In respect of the second kind of nationalism we, na- 
ones ol & Dig nation, Have Nearly eilwWweyvs bern 


Buaisey, in historic vracticée, of an imiinive mumber 
of cases of violence; furthermore, we commit violence 
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and insult an infinite number of times without 
Peoicing it, It is sufficient to recall my Volga 
reminiscences of how non-Russians are treated; 

how the Poles are not called by any other name 
than Polyachishka, how the Tatar is nicknsmed 
Prince, how the Ukrainians are always Khokhols 

and the Georgians and other Caucasian nstionals 
always Kapkasians, 

That is why internationalism on the vert of ov- 
pressors or "great" nations, as they are called 
(though they are great only in their violence, 
@nly great as bullies), must consist not only 

in the observance of the formal equality of na- 
tions but even in an inequality of the ovpressor 
netven, the great netion, thet must make up for 
bie Inequality which obtains in actual practice, 
Anybody who does not understand this has not 
grasped the real vroletarian attitude to the na- 
tional question, he is still essentially petty 
bourgeois in his weint of view and is, therefore, 
Ssumec Wo descend to the bourgeois point of view, 
wnat is imnortant for the vrdetarian? For the pro- 
Bewerlan it 15 net only imoortant, Tuts absoiutely 
essential that he should be assured that the non- 
Russians place the greatest possible trust in the 
proletarian class struggle, What is needed to en- 
sume this?’ Not merely formal equality. in one way 
Crmenether, by one's attitude or by concessions, 
it 1s necessary to compensate the non-Russians 
memeine lack of truSt, tor the susviciomsanc the 
insults to which the government of the "dominant" 
nation subjected them in the past, 

I think it is unnecess2ry to explain this to Bol- 
sheviks, to Communists, in greater detail, And I 
Umea ciaat im the vresent instance, as far as the 
Georgian nstion is concerned, we have a typical 
case in which a genuinely vroletarian attitude 
makes profound caution, thoughtfulness and a readi- 
ness to Comoromise a matter of” necessity for us, 
Mie ceorsziaye@who is neglecvrul Of epmrsmesocct of 
the question, or who cérelessly flings about accusa- 
tions of "nstionalist-socialist", (whereas he him- 
-self is a real and true "netionalist-socialist’, 
and even a vulger Great-Ruscian bully), violetes, 
iMimewosbance, the interests Ol preleuaw tances. 
solidcrity, for nothing holds up the development 
and strengthening of vroletarian class solidarity 
so much as national injustice; "offended" nationals 


114 


are not sensitive to anything so much as to the 
feeling of equality and the violation of this 
equality, if only through negligence or jest - 
to the violation of that equality by their pro- 
letarian comrades, That is vihy in this case it 
is better to overdo rather than underdo the con- 
cessions and leniency towerds the national mino- 
feces, That is why, in this case, the fundanen- 
tal interest of nroletsrian solidarity, and con- 
sequently of the proletarian class struggie, re- 
quires that we never edopt a formal attitude to 
the national question, but always take into ac- 
count the specific attitude of the vroletarian 
of the onvpressed (or small) nstion towards the 
oporessor (or great) nation, 

Lenin 
Taken down by M,V. 
Wecember 21, 1922 
Cempinuaetion of the notes, 
Mecemoer 31, 1922 
What vractical mensures must be taken in the vre- 
sent situation? 
Firstly, we must maintain and strengthen the union 
of socialist republics, Of this there can be no 
doubt, This measure is necessary for us and it is 
Necessary for the™World communist proletariat in 
its struggle against the world bourgeoisie and its 
defence against bourgeois intrigues, 
secondly, the union of socialist republies must be 
retained for its divlomatic apvaratus, By the way, 
this apyvaratus is an exceptional component of our 
state apparatus. We have not allowed a single in- 
fluential »verson from the old tsarist apparatus in- 
to it, All sections with any authority are composed 
of Communists, That is why it has already won for 
itself (this may be said boldly) the name of a re- 
tiable communist avparatus purgedm@to @m incomparably 
greater extent of the old tsarist, bourgeois and 
petty-bourgeois elements than that which we have had 
to make do with in other Peoplets Commissariats, 
Thirdly, exemmiary vunishment must be inflicted on 
Comrade Orjonikidze (I say this all the more regret- 
fully as I am one of his versonal friends and have 
worked with him abroad) and the investigation of all 
the material which Dzerzhinsky's commission has col- 
lected must be comoleted or started over again to 
correct the enormous mass of wrongs and biased judge- 
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ments which it doubtlessly contains, The politi- 
Cal responsibility for all this truly Great-Rus- 
Sian nationalist campaign must, of course, be laid 
Cmmotalwn and Dzerzhinsky, 

Fourthly, the strictest rules must be introduced 

on the use of the national language in the non- 
Russian revublics of our union, and these ru’es 
must be checked with special care, There is no 

doubt thet our avparatus being what it is,.there 

is bounc to be, on the pretext of unity in the 
femeiway Service, unity in the fis@ai service and 

so on, a mass of truly Russian abuses, Svecial 
ingenuity is necessary for the struggle against 
these abuses, not to mention special sincerity 

on the part of those who undertake this struggle. 

A detailed code will be required, and on‘y the 
nationals living in the republic in question can 
draw it uo at all successfully, And then we can- 
not be sure in advance that as a result of this 
work we shall not take a stev backward at our 

mext Congress of Soviets, i.e., rétain the union 

of Soviet socialist revublics only for military 
and diplomatic affairs, and in all other respects 
restore full indevendence to the individual Peop- 
e's Commissariats, 

iv mest be borne in mind that the decentragasation 
of the Peovlets Commissariats and the lack of co- 
ordination in their work as far as Moscow and 

other centres are concerned can be comvensated suf- 
Miternontiy by Party authority, if 20 Voeeemercised 
with sufficient prudence and imvoartiality; the 

harm that can result to our state from a lack of 
unificestion between the national apparatus and the 
Russian apparatus is infinitely less than that 
which will be done not only to us, but to the whole 
International, and to the hundreds of millions of 
be peoples of Asia, which is destined to Lolliow 

us on to the stage of history in the near future, 
It would be unvardonable opportunism if, on the 

eve of the debut of the Fast, just as it is awak- 
ening, we underminced our orestige with its veonles, 
Creme af woniys by the slightest crudity or injusvice 
towards our own non-Russian nationalities, The need 
to rally against the imocrialists of the West, who 
are defending the cavitalist world, in one thing. 
There can be no doubt ebout that and it would be 
superfluous for me to sveak about my unconditional 
approval of it, It is another thing when We our- 
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Seimiecmiaose, even 1! only in trifles, into im- 
perialist attitudes towards oppressed nationali- 
ties, thus undermining all our principled sin- 
eerity, all our princinled defence of the struggle 
against impcrialism, But the morrow of world histo- 
ry will be a day when the awakening veoples onv- 
pressed by impcrialism are finally aroused and the 
decisive long and hard struggle for their libera- 
tion besins, 
Lenin 
Becemper 31, 1922 
Taken down by M,V," 19 
Lenin's illness prevented him from personally confronting 
Stalin and the others, He instrusted the prosecution to - 
Trotsky who failed to carry out the instructions, <9 Why 
Trotsky refused to use this weapon against Stalin at the 
time may never be known, When he did attempt to use it in 
1927, Stalin referred to the accusation as "tittle-tattle" 
and stated that the incident was insignificant,“ Without 
Eoiemielp Of Lenin or Trotsky, the communists irom the minc— 
rities had no hove of preventing Stalints new plans, At the 
Twelfth Party Congress in 1923, he dismissed the Georgian 
opposition as "not all there in their upper storeys" and 
blamed chauvinism of both the Great Russian and local variety 
fat ic N.E,P,<¢ Self-determination was thrown out, 
"There are instances when the right to self-deter- 


Winavem comes into cont lict with eue@uner, higher 
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right ~- the right of the working class which 

attained power, to fortify its power. In such 

Sfocen itt must be stated frankly the right of 

self-determination, cannot be and must not 

serve as an obstacle to the realization of the 

right of the working class to its own dicta- 

torshiv, The first must recede before the se- 

Coma. cs 
A resolution for a constitution even more centrist than the 
one which had caused the dispute was passed and the resul- 
tant decree included the introduction of a second chamber 
of national representatives into the Supreme Soviet, 2 This 
moved Stalints entire Commissariat of Nationalities and its 
aeeeciaped Soviet directly into the U,S.5.R.'s government 
apparatus on an equal basis, Passage of only Stalin's le- 
gislation was assured, When Lenin died in 192), Stalin 
chanted his litany of rnraise and vowed allegiance to the 
Marxist-Leninist tradition, The fourth a@rticie of that ered 
must have caused deep despair for party members from the 
minorities. 

"Departing from us, Comrade Lenin enjoined us 

to strengthen and extend the Union of Repub- 


lics, We vow to you, Comrade Lenin, that this 
behest, too, we shall fulfill with honour,"25 


<3Stalin, HOrKS, Vol 75, pameme 
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Stalin might as well have declared his coronation as Tzar 
of all the Russiats, 

Lenints death and the subsequent ratification of the 
Stalinist constitution ended the paper war against both 
party and non-party nationalists, Stalin had begun the pro- 
cess of building a socialist nation according to his own de- 
finition of the term, The constitution provided the base 
of common territory and economic bond, The suverstructural 
problems of culture and language were attacked next, In a 
speech at a meeting of the students of the University of 
the Peoples of the Hast in May of 1925, he announced the 
formula of proletarian in content and national in form as 
the ideal for a socialist state. The declaration is a fair- 
ly accurate rendition of Marx's statement that the struggle 
of the proletariat with the bourgeoisie would be national 
in form but not in substance,°© Stalints "new" theory soon 
proved as faulty in apolicetion as had earlier Marxist-Leni- 
Woh DOlrcl1es on the national quession, When efforts were 
made at ncrmitting the use of national] languages in education, 
they wroved to be a divisive eH dade iihusion of secialist 
principles was of little help. Knowledge of lanruage led to 
investigations of national literature, history, philosophy 


—— 


26Stalin, Marxism and the National and Colonial Question, 
pre < LO. 
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and tradition, all of which were replete with non-Marxist 
ideas, National pride received new imoetus and animosity 
toward the Great-Russian Communist Party grew, In the Ukraine, 
attempts were even made to Ukrainianize Russian Communists, 
After a full scale battle of words between Russians and mi- 
nority groups at a meeting of the All-Union Central Execu- 
tive Committee in 1926, Stalin dispatched a letter to the 
Ukraine which condemned their non-Marxist cultural activi- 
ties,~! It marked the beginnings of the real onslaught | 
against national language and culture, ©9 Stalin, who may 
have had some thought of Russian as the common language in 
a multi-lingual state before these events, chose to support 
complete Russification of the minorities,°9 
Collectivizetion of the veasantry and the assault on 
national cultures and language led to rising opposition and 
Stalin called a temporary halt in 1930, The article, Dizzy 


With Success stopped collectivization for a short time and 


2(Schlesinger, op, CWt,, posal 


28, full description of the battle between the Ukrainians 
and Moscow over the language issue is contained .in John S, 
Reshetarts "National Deviation in the Soviet Union" in The 
American Slavic and Fast Turopean Review, vv, 162-17, Tne 
final “defeat™came in 1°32 when the Ukrainian writer Khvvlovy 
and the old-Bolshevik Skrypnvk, also a Ukrainian ana minister 
Giweeucete on, Committed suicide im provest Lo Russifiacegion: 





eI Por a brief but comnurehensive article on Russification 
see Abdurakhman Avtorkhenov, The Communist Party Avvaratus 
(Chicago: Henry Regnery Company, 195 Chop. *VITI, walter Ko- 
faeZ. Hussia and Her Colonies (Londen: Geerge Philip and Sen 


Limited, 1952) provides a more detailed account, 
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Stalints report at the Sixteenth Party Congress condemned 
Great-Russian chauvinism as a national deviation, 2° 


"The essence of the deviation towards Great- 
Russian chauvinism is an endeavour to ignore 
national differences of language, culture and 
mode of life; an endeavour to prepare the way 
meoeeune Taguidation of the national republics 
and regions; an endeavovr to undermine the 
principle of national equality and bring into 
disrepute the Party policy of naturalising the 
administrative apparatus, and of naturalising 
the press, schools and other state and public 
organisations, "31 


wes concession to the nationalists was followed by a 
slight rejuvenation of efforts by some non-Russian com- 
munists to retain and strengthen national culture among 

the minorities. However, by 1934, Stalin renewed the at- 
tack, At the Seventeenth Party Congress in 193), both forms 
of deviation came under fire, 


"The deviation toward nationalism is the adap- 
tion of the Internationalist policy of the 
Working class to the nationalas t poticy or 
the bourgeoisie, The deviation towards na- 
tionalism reflects the attempts of "One's 
own national" bourgeoisie to undermine the 
Soviet system and to restore cavitalism,.... 
If you want to keep both these deviations 
(Great-Russian nationalism and local nationa- 
lism) under fire then aim primarily against 
this source, against those who depart from 
internationalism - regardless of whether 


305, Stalin, Problems of Leninism (Moscow: Foreign 


Languages Publishing House, 1953) p. 119 


3istalin, Maryism and the National and Colonial Question, 
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the deviation is towards local nationalism 
or toward Great-Russian nationalism, "32 


By citing both forms of nationalism as dangerous, Stalin 
Piaic the Great-Russians a free hand since they dominated 
both the party and government, No more was heard of the de- 
Viation toward Great-Russian chauvinism, 

During World War II, the Nazi invesion provided an 
example of how well Stalin's policy had worked, Ukrainians, 
Chechens, Ingushi, Kalmyks, Karachi and Balkars welcomed 
the Germans, Only Hitler's own racist policies prevented 
Meet oOrces Irom receiving continued support from these people, 
When Soviet troops regained these territories, massive de- 


e 2 ‘ =~ (fe 
portations occurred, -+ Staiin could not afford to have these 





3¢Stalin, Problems of Leninism, p. 5/10 


33Roman Smal-Stocki, The Captive Nations (New York: 
Bookman Associates, 1960) op. 55-75, Smal-Stocki indicates 
that the following peoples fought with Germany against the 
USSR 
Ukrainians (in 8&2] Pormiecrons 220,000 


Turkestenians DEC COLO 
Caucasiens Ive e000 
Tatars 35,000 
Lithuanians 2h ANS. 
hae vans bo, OCo 
Estonians 20,000 
Kalmyks | 15,000 
Belo-Russians FORCCe 
Cossacks ROE ONE 


BR , Conquest, The Soviet Devortations of Nationalities 
(London: Macmillan and Co,,Jtd., 1960). The number of devor- 
tations has been subject of much argument, Conauest estimates 
8,000 for the Crimean Tetars, Kalmyks, Chechen and Ingushi, 
Karachi and Balkars, The total] amounted to a devopulation of 
Beout 60,000 sa. miles, All Ukrainians did not escave as hives 
chev insinuated, About 1,000,000 were devorted (Ibid,, p. 69) 
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Nationalities in the rear of his army, Khrushchev later ad- 
mitted that the Ukrainien. nation as a whole escaned this 
fate beceuse of Sheer numbers , 2? 

The conf?ict between Lenin ana Stalin over the na- 
tional policy was purely a matter of tactics, Both men wanted 
the same goals and, as Lenin's memorandum indicstes, he only 
believed that autonomization had been too rapid, The impor- 
tant question is whether his reform would have worked or 
not and the anti-faction varty doctrine seems to indicate 
that it would not.There was scarcely any protection for ne- 
tional rights in the state organization from the time of 
the first constitution, The federal decrees themselves were 
initiated by Moscow without participation by a third execu- 
tor, It was the ecuivalent of France establishing a federa- 
tion of Western Furove by announcing that its constitution 
applied throughout the area, The difference was that Moscow 
had enough strength to enforce the declaration on the na- 
tionalitiss, 

Lenints reform called for a return of all commissariats 
-eecpt military and foreign affairs Go the republics bur 


le@ere iS no mention of provisions for national biocs in par-= 


35N, Khrushchev, "Address At The Twentieth Party Congress" 
in The Anti-Stalin Cempsign and international Communism, a2 


selection of Documents edited by the Russian Institute Colun- 


bia University (New York: Columbia University Press, 1955) p. 57. 
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ty disputes, Instead, they are svecifically precluded by 
the anti-faction policy, This meant that none of the na- 
tional minority parties could form a group of representa- 
tives at a party congress in order to oppose a Great-Rus- 
Sian policy. Fven a two member group was subject to a chéerge 
of building factions and destroying party harmony, Further- 
more, Democratic-Centrism demanded that all lower echelons 
carry out the decisions of the higher organs so Moscow 
still controlled in all the regions, There was no protec- 
tive mechanism built in and retention of the military pro- 
vided the strength of arms to back up Great-Russian policy 
PP ecessary, 

All of Lenints efforts to provide organizational uni- 
ty, to achieve cooperation and to avoid coercion were doomed 
to failure, The single most important ingredient, volition, 
was lacking, In this sense, Stalin was the only way to 


achieve communist unity, 
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Rents and Patches in the Monolith 


In the decade from 1943 until 1953, Stalin followed 
&@ script in Eastern Furone which was only a slight revision 
of the tragedy which the Bolsheviks hed written during the 
pre-war years in the U.5.S.R. The minor actors were changed 
and a new title, "Peovle's Democracy",was added but the 
main theme remained intact, It is usually dangerous to re- 
view history and drew close parallels since distortions 
frequently result, However, in this case, there is a pre- 
ponderance of evidence to justify such an analysis, 


ieeeobeadan, the nationalitses expert, vas seas di- 
recting influence auring both periods, 


2. World Wer resulted in similar circumstances 
during both veriods, 


3, The Red Army or Communist forces occupied 
Eastern Europe as they had in Russia and 
the borderlands in 1920-21, 


i, Agrarian economies and countries with limited 
democratic exrerience were involved in both 
Maecances, | 


Perhaps the strongest argument for similarity is the fact 


that the policy was being devised and executed by avowed 


lThe Czechs were an obvious excention to this condition, 
They also survived for the longest veriod as a coalition £o- 
vernment., A concise history of the countries of Bastern rurode 
between 1°18 and 1945 is available in H. Seton-‘“atson, “astern 
Evrope between the Wars, 1918-1°h1 (lMamden, Conn,: Archon Books, 
Wee). 
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Marxists, immersed in historical analysis and preoccupied 
with the application of historically relevant categories, 
Further investigation reveals that many of the same shone 
Pore Serrors were made, 

When Germeny had threatened to destroy the Bolsheviks 
in 1918, the demonstrative diplomatic ploy was peace with- 
out annexations and self-determination, On the euth Anni- 
versary of the October Revolution in 19:1, Stalin declared 
that the Soviet Union did not and could not have war aims 
Wore would include seizure of femeligm terrivories or the 
subjugation of foreign peoples in either Europe or Asia, 
A year later on the same occassion, his speeeh reveated 
these anti-annexationist assertions and included the as- 
surance that national sovereignty would be restored along 
Wiuh the right of every nation tomprrange its affairs as it 
wished, By November of 1914.3, the war was progressing much 
better and, although Stalin wes still leaning heavily on 
national rights, he had some specific peoples whom he hoped 
would benefit from Soviet democracy, 

"Together with our ellies we shall have to: 


1, Liberate the peoples of Hurope from the fas- 
eist invaders and help them reconsvivute 


Joseph stvalinjedine Creat Paturovitcmnwer of Une coneuer 
Union (New York: Internotionail Publishers, 
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their national stetes, dismembered by the 
fascist enslavers - the peoples of France, 
Belgium, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, 
Greece and other states, which are under 
the German yoke, must again become free and 
Pacenendensy: 

2, give the libersted neoples of Europe the 
full right and freedom to decide for them- 
selves the question of their form of go- 
vernment; 

3. take measures to inflict severe punishment 
and retribution for all the crimes they 
committed on all the fascist criminals, 
Who are responsible for the vresent war 
and the suffering of the peonvles; 

4, esteblish such an order in Furope that 
would completely exclude the possibility 
of new aggression on the part of Germany; 

5, create long-term economic, political, and 
cultural collaboration among the nations 
of Eurove, based on mutual trust and mu- 
tual aid, for the vourpose of rehabilita- 
ting the economies and cultures destroved 
by the Germans, "lt 


Stalin intended to "liberate" Poland according to his own 
verms, The Katyn Forest incident hau served as an exeuse to 
sever diplomatic relations with the Polish government exiled 
in London, A Polish Committee of National Liberation was 
established in 1°hh, It consisted of an amalgamation of 

the Polish Workers Party (Communist), which had remained 
imrorand during the wer, and the Unilonmet Poemich Patriocs, 


a Moscow sponsored eroup, ©? The Polish National Committee 


NIbid., vp. 105-106 


Vaclav Benes et al., Eastern Furopean Government and 
Politics (New York/"vanston/London: Harver and Row, Publishers, 


1966) vo. 28 
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(Lublin Government) marched into Poland behind the Red 
Army just as Pyatakov had in the Ukraine in 1918, Stalin 
announced his intentions to President Roosevelt in a mes- 
sage on December 27, 19h, 


"TI have to say frankly thet if the Polish Com- 
mittee ol Nationel Liberation will transform 
itself into a Provisional Polish Government 
then, in view of the above-said, the Soviet 
Government will not have any serious ground 
for postponement of the question of its re- 
cognition, It is necessary to bear in mind 
that in the strengthening of a vro-Allied 
and democratic Poland the Soviet Union is 
interested more than any other power not 
only because the Soviet Union is bearing 
the main brunt of the battle for liberation 
of Poland but also because Poland is a bor- 
der state with the Soviet Union and the vrob- 
lem of Poland is insernarable from the prob- 


oh es 


lem of security of the Soviet Union,"6 
The U.S.S.R. recognized the Lublin government on the eve 
of the Yalta conference, / Roosevelt and Churchill were pre- 
sented with a fait accompli and there was little which 
could be done because of the need to pursue the war with 


Germany and Javan, & 


6 Josenh stalin, Correspongence) Waimeehurchiii) Aviulee, 
Roosevelt and Trumen 191-15 (Lonaon: Lawrence and Wishart, 
1958) Vol, Ii, Document No, 25h, vo, 181. 


‘alvin Z, Rubinstein, Ed,, The Foreign Policy of the 
Soviet Union (New York: Random House, 1960) pv, 1°6, Declara- 
tion on Soviet-Polish Relations - Tass Communique - Januery 10, 
19h (USSR Information Bulletin, Vol. IV, No.7 (19), p.1. 


8cnurchill sumied up the situation auite well with the 
question, "What would have havpened if we had quarrellea with 
Russia while Germany still had two or three hundred divisions 
PecCicetnentineg IFent? An men sven so. Caurcntvl, Iriviohn and 
Tragedy (New York: Bantam Books, 1962) p. 345. 
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The idea of security for the Soviet Union appeared 
again at the Potsdam Conference in 1945, Stalin, with his 
usual tact, declared: 

"Any freely elected government in these coun- 

tries the former German satellites in the 

Balkans will be an anti-Soviet government 

and we cannot allow that,"9 
The national sovereignty of Rumania, Bulgaria end Hungary 
were subject to conditions which favored Moscow, Stalin 
might have said that the interests of the proletariat some- 
times over-ruled self-determination as he had in 192h, 

Wath Communist forces in firm control, Stalin leosed 
into an ominous silence on the subject of Fastern Europe 
geger 1915. This fact alone is indicative of the lack of 
ideological significance in the doctrine of "People's Demo- 
cracy" which was adopted to describe the new acquisitions, 
Definitions of the term were left to Soviet scholars or 
Party leaders in the countries themselves, Without a defi- 
nitive statement from the center, there were a variety of 
attempts at stating just whet the new form of sovernment 
was, About the only agrecment was that it had some crolets- 
trad COMucio, Was delinitely now vhewemeralousnipmor ume 


proleteriat and was not similar to Soviet "democracy", 10 


oPhilin FE, Mosely, "Across the Green Table from Stalin", 
Current History (Philadelphia: Current History Iine,, 1°48) p.131., 


1O7vi eniew hi. Brzezins 2. Uhew lo cwse Piece (New York: 


Frederick A, Praeger, Publisher, 1951) pp. 27-32. 


129 


Lenin could have defined it for them, It was a temporary 
alliance with the petty-bourgeoisie, a transitional period 
for the building of socialism and a period of allowing some 
capitalism while the varty consolidated its position, 
Basvern Iurope was experiencing its N.E.P. 

>calin held farm to the” ola pele rimer | aruy Umno 
was not a serious problem, In addition to the Red military 
Preaence, his own people controlled the majority of the fo- 
cal Communist Parties in Eastern Europe and the secret po- 
lice were actively ferreting out "fascists", Democrstic- 
centralism and anti-f*ctionalism were still in effect, The 
old Commissariat of Nationelities was not available to act 
as a subversive state unification vehicle but this was easi- 
ly remedied, A series of friendship sna mutual aid agreexents 
werved just as wel1,tt In 1925, the formula of socialist in 
content and national in form had marked the beginnings of 
the Grive for cultural orthodoxy, The establishment of the 
Cominform in 1917 fulfilled this function and vrovided 
for even greater narty unity. Soon after the Cominform was 
fommacd, economic plans similar vo oterin's 1920 project 


began to anvear and collectivization received incressed 


tlipia,, ep, 108-115. Brzezinski hes readliced the more 
than'50 treaties to a matrix format, 
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emphasis, There was even a device simil#sr to the Trans- 
eaucasian federation in the offing. In 1922-23, Stalin had 
welded the peoples of the Caucasus together prior to incor- 
poration, This maneuver might be best described as "unite 

and conquer", The conflicts between Georgians, Azerbaidianians 
and Armenians over the federation had weakened the opvosition 
to Moscow which any of these netionalities might have been 
able to mount as individuals, Moscow had been able to cone 
trol with a minimum of exertion and to take the role of bene- 
volent protector and arbiter of intra-federative disputes, 

In 1917, Tito's Yugoslavia and Hoxhats Albania were scheduled 
for the same treatment as is evident from Albaniats consvi- 
cious absence from Cominform membership, Tito'ts aida to Greece 
would indicate thet Macedonia was aveuEDny also slated for 
the Balkan federation and part of Bulgaria may heve been on 
the list as we11,1¢ At Chis Point, sc aieiiecep eon niscar ried. 
Just as in 1923, when too rapid a pace had almost cost him 
his party vost, he nushed Tito too hard, Tito was also a na- 
tionality expnert and the vart he was being assigned to vlay 
in the Balkans was shaping uv to be a little too much like 
that of the Georgiens, He was certainly in favor of in- 


ae 


12adam B, Ulam, Exvansion and Coexistence (New York/ 
Washington: ¥rederick A. Praeger, Publishers, 1968) p. 153 





creasing Yugoslav holdings in the Balkans and federation 
of the Soviet tyne under Tito as an independent would have 
increased his power immensely, However, if Stalin intended 
to use the Belken. federation in the same manner as the for-~ 
mer Caucasus fiasco, Tito was in deen trouble, Once Moscow 
movea toward unification, Tito would become one of a large 
group of nationalist deviants unless he received special 
treatment from Stalin, If unification were avvroaching, it 
meant that Tito would have to trust in Stalints word that 
Yugoslavia, with its newly federated territories, would re- 
€Give a privileged position, In addition to the obvious 
historical parallel indic:sting a trend toward thet unifica- 
tion, the whole subject had already been discussed, Sadchi- 
kov, the Soviet ambassador in Yugoslavia, had revorted the 
following conversation with Kardelj in June of 1915, 

"Kardelj said he would like the Soviet Union 

ier regard them, not as renege ars Veomo! 

another country, capable oi solving questions 

independently, but as representatives of one 

Ofeteme fuLure Soviet NRenubvics (anc whe Cry 

as a part of the All-Union Communist Party, 

mene as, that our relations Shout soe based 

On the prospect of Yugoslavia becoming an 

ene LUtUNEe 8 COYStTitvene pervect mule Uso. 

For this resson thev would like us to criti- 

cize them frank'iy and onenly and to give 

them advice which woulda direct the internal 


and foreign vnolicy of Yugoslavia along the 
Toteiat oath,” 13 


13The Soviet-Yugoslav Disoute, Text of the published 


correspondence (London and New York: Royal Institute of Inter- 


national Affairs, 1948) p. 38 
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mealin, attempting to reassure Tito, quoted this statement 
during the disnute which erupted in early 19.8 and denied 
that there Was a plan such as that to which Kardelj had re- 
ferred, Tito was an old and experienced party man with a 
peyeriul instinct for self-preservation, He was clever, had 
been in Moscow during the purges, and he knew J,V. Stalin 
well. Tito balked, Stalin tried to engineer his expulsion 
and failed, Lenin's ill health 2nd untimely death hed allowed 
Stalin to cover his tracks in 1923-2h but Tito remained dis- 
gustingly healthy and loquacious, The Truman Doctrine end 
Marshall Plan nrovided a way out and Tito took it at a dead 
run, The cold war, which was providing the same false urgen- 
ees tee Capitalist encirclenent properemda ol the 1920's, 
had backfired badly, | 
The defection was a mejor blow for Moscow but Stalin 

continued with his schedule in the remainder of the Satellite 
countries, He managed to mske a little use of the setback, 
When the time fcr the purge came, he was able to execute 
TiPOists instead of Trotzkvites, Stalin head used, oppressed 
and subverted national movements for 30 yesrs, The nstionzli- 
ties finally hed their. day, It is impossible to say when 

lin intended to execute his constitutional coun in Fastern 
Europe but it could not heave been rar away when the U.S. re- 


armed for the Korean war, In 1919 and 1950, Hungary and Al- 


bania adopted constitutions which are virtual conies of 
me U.o.o.R, model, 14 The grand scheme died a slow death, 
In 1952, Rumania end Poland followed suit, 

When Stalin died, the Kremlin began a concerted 
effort at patching up the rift with Yugoslavia, Malenkov 
began the campaign and Khrushchev continued it, In 1945, 
the mountain went to Mohammed when Khrushchev visited Bel- 
grade and hauled out all of the Leninist teachings on the 
relations among socialist countries, His arrival speech 
included the following vassage. 


"True to the teachings of the founder of the 
poviet state, Vladimir [lich Lenin, the go- 
vernnent of the Soviet Union bases its re- 
lations with other countries, big =and smal, 
on the principvles of the veaceful co-existence 
of states, on the orincipnles of equality, non- 
interference, respvect for sovereignty and na- 
Prowad independence, on Vhesprincipmes soe 
non-aggeression and recognition that any en- 
croachments by states upon the territorial 
integrity of other states are imnermissible, 
We hove that the relations between our coun- 
tries will in the future too develop on the 
basis of these vrinciples, f.r the good of 
our veoples,"15 


Uta, Gordon Skilling, The Gcevernments of Communist Fast 


Eurone (New York: Thomas Y. CroWell Company, 1955) p.L9 


15N, Khrushchev, "Sveech on Arrival at Belgrade, May 265, 
1955" (fnglish translation in Soviet News, May 27, 1955; re- 
printed in Documents on International Affairs, 1955, pv.255-455) 
in Robert V, Daniels, Fd,, A Documentary History of Communism 
(New York: Random House, 1960) pp. 222-22h1, 


134, 


The major move came in 1956 at the 20th Party Congress 

when Khrushchev delivered the "secret" speech, 1® If Khrush- 
mmevy believed he could limit the implications of his ad- 
dress to abolition of Stalinist excesses, he was sadly mis- 
taken, In addition to the speech itself, Lenints "Teste- 
ment" and the Memorandum on Autonomizstion were both distri- 
buted at the coneress.+! xhrushchev hed hung out thirty 
vears! accumulation of the Party!s dirty laundry on a single 
Pew lmese events and Khrushcheyv's ecemiiter visit to Bel-— 
grade combined to create the apoearance that recalcitrance 
was not only permissable but laudatory, It seemed as though 
he actually intended to deal with other national varties on 
an equal basis and to adopt the Leninist advice of 1922, 
Then, Imre Nagy went too far, He attempted to guarantee 
Khrushchev'ts promise of independence with a decree of neu- 
trality, revudiation of the Warsaw Treaty and a request for 
United Nations protection, The Red Army invaded and Nagy 


paid with his life, 18 The fantasy of equality, sovereignty 





Loy, Khrushchev, "Secret Syeech on the "Cult of the 
Individual," delivered at the Twentieth Congress of the Com- 
munist Party of the Soviet Union, February 25, 1956, in The 
Anti-Stalin Campaign and International Communism, ov.cit., pp.2-39. 


l’fhe articles were also oublished in Kommnunist Om or 
June 30, ne, 15-26 in The Current Digest of the Soviet Press, 
Vol, IX, p. lh-2h,. The testament is incluaea in Anosenaix A of 
this essay for convenience, The memorandum is included aocove 
on op. 110-1156. 
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1 Theja Gunawardhene, “hrushchevism (Colombo, Ce-:-lon: 
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and self-detcrmination went up in the smoke rising from 
Budapest, 

Tito, while heading for cover in the camp of the ca- 
pitalist, bourgeois, imverialist exploiters of the West, 


told Khrushchev what he thought of his "new" doctrine, 

"From the very beginning, we said that here 
it was not merely the question of the cult 
of personality but, rather, the question of 
a system which made the creation of the cult 
of personality possible, that it was neces- 
sary to strike at the roots unceasingly and 
pPevoastcnuly - and this is ost diz7icult,... 
eee the Soviet leaders had a different atti- 
tude toward other countries. They had cer- 
tain wrong and defective views on relations 
with these countries - with Poland, Hungary 
and others, "19 


The 1957 world-wide conference of Communist Parties marked 
eee srevurn to unyielding doctrinal orthodoxy and both China 
and the U.S.S.R. condemned Tito, -° 

After 1957, the maneuvering of the various Communist 
Parties became an incredible contest of one-ups-manship, 
Khrushchevts speech and the documents which were issued T0391 
1956 had destroyed the C.P.S.U.'s legitimacy as the leader 


of the Communist World, If Lenin's analysis of Stalin was 


19Dieter Dump Ed., idecitlog=mein Centtscy (Pmamcctommal. J: 
D. Van Nostrand Company, inc,, 1963) po. Lh-l6 


2Onecleration of the Conference of Representatives of 
Communist and Workerst Parties of Socialist Countries, Mescow, 
November, 1957 (Fnglish translation in The Current Direst of 


the Soviet Press, IX:147, January 1, 1958, po. 4-7) in Daniels, 


Gomeat., op. 270-273. 
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wemm~ecu, the U.5.5.R. hed been building something other 
mie SOCLalism or communism for thirty yeers,. Theoretical- 
ly, they were no more advanced than the most recent new- 
comers, China announced the "Great Leap Forward" in January 
of 1958 and followed this with the "Communes" in August of 
that year ct The Chinese leadership declared that they 
would soon achieve "Communism", Khrushchev countered by 
pointing out that China lacked industry at the Twenty-First 


Party Congress in 1959 and declared the U.S.5S.R. was en- 


_ 


tering the period of "sqi-out building of a Communist So- 
ciety" ,<¢ The centrifugal forces which Khrushchev had en- 
couraged proved strong and this type of ideological warfere 
has never ceased, Brezhnev'ts recent unifying efforts at the 


1969 International Conference were hopeless from the be- 


clriu, "Report on the Work of the CCP Central Comnittee" 
delivered to the Second Session of the Eighth National Con- 
gress of the Chinese Communist Party, May 5, 1958 (official 
tronslation reprinted in Current Background, No, a7. ume 22 


1958, po. 7-13, 19-21, 23-25) in Daniels, op. Cenc euesepr. 30/-oie 


Resolution of the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist 
Pouvuyge on thes) stablishnent of Pecpetemcoruumes gm the Rue 
ral Areas", August 29, 1958 (English translation in Survey of 
meric eemiend Press, U.S. Consul: VesGederel. Honcione, c, 
ieee oeovemoor 16, 1958, pp. Ie Eine Sariels, “Coc. ty 
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2N xhrushchev, Political Re-ort to the Twenty-First 
Congress of the CPSU, January, 1959 (English translation in 
U.S, Government, Foreign Brosdcast Information Service, Daily 
Report - ete oe: US®R and Sesw crm One NOs. 1980, = ey 
S leva 30, ; Lf, 173, Toe Sle 195) 
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ginning,“ He was even unable to obtain agreement on "Im- 
perialism"’, The invesion of Czechoslovakia was a clear 
statement that his policies differ not in the least from 
feeec Of Stalin er Khrushchev, The title of “Limited So- 
vereignty"” aptly describes the situation to which Husak, 
the new Czechoslovak First Secretary, referred at the con- 
ference, 


"Our experience in the past year and a half, the 
speaker went on, reaffirms the fact that the so- 
vereignty of the Communist Parties and socialist 
countries includes the right of each to deter- 
Cee, im eCCordance Witaenalwonmmmconciu Tens. 
the forms and methods of socialist construction, 
as well as its duty to be fully responsible to 
its people for this, However, the guaranteeing 
of the sovereignty of each party and socialist 
country at the same time obliges them to uphold 
and defend the vower of the working class and 
all the working people and all the revo'‘utionary 
gains of the socialist system, In this sense, 
the class content of the sovereignty of the 
socialist state is inextricably bound up with 
international resnonsibility to the common- 
wealth of socialist countries and the interna- 
tional Communist and revolutionary movement, 

Our own exorrience shows, he went on to say, 
Uhnew che Slogan of SOVeErelenly- sotriencd of ILS 
class content, is a refined and very effective 
weavon of the right-oprortunist, revisionist 
and antisocialist forces, This havpens when the 
party does not carry out a consistent Marxist- 
Leninist policy and fails to wage a resolute 


3The prenaratory conference in 1948 did not go well, 
The only resolution which emerged was a declaration for a 
North Vietnam bombing halt, See World Marxist Review, Vol. ay 


No, 4, Avril 1968 (Toronto, Canada: Progress Books) p. 5. 
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and consistent struggle in all spheres against 
any manifestations of bourgeois nationalism, "2h 


Rumaniats foreign-news weekly Lumea aptly described what 
many of the Parties think about Brezhnev's doctrine, 


"Limited Sovereignty makes no more sense than 
limited honesty, "25 


Leonid Brezhnev's interpretation of Stalin's theory of in- 
dependence and self-determination is superb but it will not 
unify international Comnunism. Nationalism has resulted in 
approximately four "brands" of communist regime and ideolo- 
BY 

i, SOvUmes 

2, Chinese 

3. Cuben 

ih, Yugoslav 
The many variants and differences of opinion are evident 


from the following table, 


2g. Husak, First Secretary of the Czechoslovak Ccomnunist 
Party Central Committee, "Speech at the International Con- 
ference of Communist and Vorkers! Parties, (Pravda, June 13, 
po. 1,4.) in The Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol, XXI, 
No. 2/, July 30, 1959. Pupitetedhoy a rica Associeuion for 
the Advancement of Slavic Studies (Columbus, Ohio: The Chio 
State University) 


eo mime The Weekly Newsmagazine, June 13,°1969, wv. 30 
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Canmeany one suis, ne Conmuimietmecomo? Thermcwarexonila 
two possibilities open, Absolute power and authority might 
achieve unification of the old Stalinist brand, However, 
Chinats size, population and demonstrated military abili- 
tiles in conventional or guerilla warfare tend to indicate 
that Moscow cannot achieve dominance over Peking by force, 
Moscow's nuclear might vrecludes domination by Peking, The 
preponderance of force which the Western States could bring 
to bear on either of the contestants is an additional se- 
eos problem for any such pien, A Parvy con?lict im either 
country which would result in a leadership more ready to 
accomodate the other also seems unlikely, Such ideological 
accomodations cannot be made so readily any longer because 
other Communist Parties immediately charge gross revisionisn, 

The second possibility, organization on a basis of 
Sopny 2S spossible but both unlikely ane of Tattle worth te 
tieemecommunist camp, When Lenin, founded the Party, his in- 
Sxavence™on active vromotion™er revolutionwand on @dedircaved, 
professional revolutionaries meant that he was, in fact, 
iMewtubing a duasi-military oraeanizavion, In order for 
Sioheoesyovem to function effichentiy ib must be hierarchi- 
Colly Oueaniazce, Otherwise, neither seavecmemmor= berm 
effectiveness. can be assured, Such an organization cen be 


achieved on a volitional basis only if there is vnaninity 
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at all levels as to | aA and means, The second face 
tor is obviously lacking among the various Communist Par- 
ties, A decentralized, fraternal system includes no guaran- 
tee of effectiveness for want of the same type of agree- 
ment, 

For the non-communist nationalist, the fact that 
communism has shattered is only a partial solution to the 
threat of communist take-over in that the presence of Se- 
veral differing theories has caused "in country" varty 
splits. The rift does not prevent either of the contesting 
giants or lesser parties from continuing their policies of 
subversion nor does it exclude the founding of entirely new 
regimes by local unanimous communists, Unfortunately, at- 
tempts to do so will continue, Marxist-Leninist Communism 
has proven to be a superb vehicle for seizing and retaining 
Suate power, It also confers some sory or @ucstionable leri-= 
timacy on the totalitarian apnaretus, 

The true nationalist who fulfills the characteristics 
enumerated by Shafer cannot adoot the communist model, The 
previous discussion indicated thet under a communist regime 


Gnere is no provision for: 


1, Territorial integrity It is subject to annexa- 
GLOOM, 
2. Common culture imuecrnationalist cullbure 


according to the model of 
the dominant party is re- 
quired snd subject to change. 
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SOC il Uo oS 


sovereign government 


Common history 


Love for fellow nationals 


WeEVOLLON = Gow Ulic | mouse 


Common pride in achieve- 
ments 


Disregard for sor sec mimi, 
toward other like groups 


Hope for a great and glo- 
rious national future, 
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social institutions are 
limited to those receiving 
Farty aporovel, Others are 
the residue of past ruling 
ellgss "superstructures, 


Sovereignty is limited, 


Hconomic determinism dic- 
tates that history is ac- 
cidental. It mey also be re- 
vised by decree, 


Love does not involve vurging 
nor class struggle, Placing 
fellow nationals under the 
direct threat of foreign in- 
tervention is not love, 


The nation is bourgeois, tem- 
porary and subject to in- 
strumental menipulation, 


Achievements were accidentel 
before sociglism and aue 
entirely to the initiative 
of the party after the revo- 
ElRbeakouey 


Communism seems to be ful- 

Priors Condi op lon 2d— 

mirably at present. In the 

ideal Marxist model, hosti- 
lity should not eyist, 


The nation will cease to 
exist, 


There is one further consideration, Khrushchevits efforts to 


meturm bo Leninism Were a Complete porlurc. brezhnev's Ulosoen, 


does not seem to be even attemoting a reform, The absence of 


true Marxist-Leninism in the Great-Russian dominated avparatus 
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Sethe U.5,5,R, indicates thet there is an urgent need to 
prevent Russian encroachments if true communism is to be 
achieved anywhere, Fven China has experienced this vroblem, 
The local communist would seem well advised to accevt a 
Western form of government as an interim measure since the 
various so-called comnunist regimes have proven woefully 
lacking in their ability to prevent outside interference, 
When the establsihed regimes prove their mutual compatibili- 
ty and economic differences among the various communist coun- 
tries have ceased to exist because true, Marxist equality has 
been achieved, they should have such a prevonderance of 
strength and, as Engels said, the beneficial exemplary force 
emitted by this new end mervelous state of affairs should be 
such that the revolutionary task will become immeasurably 
easier elsewhere, Farly revolt and the subsequent pressures 
exerted by distorted Maryism can only lead to further na- 


tomer tcem woich is elso a distortion, 
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LETTER TO THR CONGRESS 

# would ure Sirongig that au was Compress a number 
SF changes be made in our political structure, 

i Want to Gell you of the cemsideravioms vo whieh I 
attach most importance, 

At the head of the list I set an increase in the nunm- 
ber of Central Committee members to a few dozen or even a 
hundred, It is my opinion that without this reform our Cen- 
tral Committee would be in great danger if the course of 
events were not quite favovrable for us (and that is some- 
thing we cannot count on), 

hem, I inteW#a to propose Uma Une eneress Should on 
certain conditions invest the decisions of the State Plan- 
ning Commission with legislative force, meeting, in this 
respect, the wishes of Comrade Trotsky - to a certain ex- 
Ment and on certain conditions, 

As for the first voint, i.e., increasing the number 
@aec.C, members, J think it must be done In order to raise 
the prestige of the Central Committee, to do a thorough job 
of improving our administrative machinery and to crevent 
conflict between smail sections of the C.C. from acquiring 
excessive imoortance for the future of the Party, 

It seems to me that our Party has every right to de- 
mand from the working class 50 to 100 C.C, members, and thet 
it could get them from it without unduly taxing the resour- 
wes of that class, 

Such a reform wovld considersebly increase the stabili- 
ty of our Party and ease its struggle in the encirclement of 
Wostile states, which, in my opinion, is likely to, @and must, 
become mucn more acute in the next few years, I think that 
wae Stavility of our Party would pain a thousandiold by such 
a measure, 





Lenin 
December 23, 1922 
Taken down by M. V. 
Continuation of the noves, 
December 2lt, 1922 


By stability of theeCentral Committee, of which =f svoke 
above, I mean measures against a split, as far as such measures 
can at all be taken, For, of c-urse, the whiterusard in Russ- 
kava Mysl (it seems to have been S.S, Oldenburg) was right 
when, first, in the whiteguards! game against Soviet nussia he 
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banked on a split in our Party, and when, secondly, he 
banked on grave differences in our Party to cause a split, 

Our Party relies @¢n two classes and therefore its 
instability would be vossible and its downfall inevitable 
if there were no agreement between those two clesses, In 
that event this or that measure, and generally all talk 
about the stablitity of our C.C., would be futile, No mea- 
emres of any kind could nrevent a split in such a case. But 
Il hope that this is too remote a future and too improbable 
an event to talk about, 

I have in mind stability as a guarantee against a 
split in the immediate future, and I intend to deal here 
With a few ideas concerning personal oualities, 

1_vromk thet fred thre standsotmustne prame factors 
an the question of stability are such members of the C.C. 
as Stalin and Trotsky. I think relations between them mate 
up the greater vart of the danger of a split, which could 
be avoided, and this purvose, in my opinion, would be served, 
among other things, by increasing the number of C.C. mem- 
bers to 50 or 100, ; 

Comrade Stalin, having become Secretary-General, has 
unlimited authority concentrated in his hands, and I am not 
sure whether he will always be capable of using that autho- 
rity with sufficient caution, Comrade Trotsky, on the other 
hand, as his struggle against the C.C, on the question of 
the People's Com~issarieat for Co munications has alresay 
proved, is distinguished not only by outstanding ability, 
He is personally perhaps the most capable man in the pre- 
sent C.C., but he has displayed excessive self-assurance 
and shown excesSive preoccupation with the purely administra- 
tive side of the work, 

These two qualities of the two outstanding leaders of 
the present C,C, can inadvertently lead to a split, and if 
our Party does not take stecs to avert this, the split may 
come unexnectedly, 

I shall not give eny further aprraisals or the per- 
Sonal quaiities of other members of the C.C, I shall just 
recall thet the October evisode witn Zinoviev ana Kamenev 
was, of ccurse, no accident, but neither can the blame for 
it be 12id uoon them versenally, any more than non-Bolshe- 
Mirsm Cansunpon, tmouesiky. 

Speaking of the voung C.0. members, I wish to say a 
few words about Bulirharin and Pyatakov, They are, in my 
opinion, the most outstanding figures (among the vouncest 
ones), and the following must be borne in mind abdout then: 
Bukherin is not onlv a most vealuaole ana maior theorist 
of the Party: he is also richtly considered the ravourite 
of the whole Party, but his theoretical views cen be classi- 
fied as fully Marxist only with great reserve, lor there is 
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something scholastic about him (he has never made a study of 
dialectics, and, I thiwk, never fully understood it). 
December 25, As for Pyatakov, he is unquestionably ea 
man of outstanding will and outstanding ability, but shows 
mec much zeal for administrating and the administrative side 
of the work to be relied upon in a serious political matter, 
Both of these remarks, of ccurse, are made only for 
the vresent, on the assumption that both these outstanding 
and devoted Party workers fail to find an occasion to enhance 
their knowledge snd amend their one-sidedness, 
Lenin 
December 25, 1922 
taken down by M. V. 


ADDITION TO THE LETTER OF DECEMBER 2h, 1922 : 

talin is too rude and this defect, although quite 
tolerable in our midst and in dealings among us Communists, 
becomes intolerable in a Secretary-General, That is why I 
suggest that the comrades think about a wav of removing 
Stalin from that post and appointing another man in his steed 
Wme in all other respects ditfers from Comrsde Stalin in 
having only one advantage, namely, that of being more to- 
lerant, more loyal, more volite and more considerate to the 
comrades, less capricious, etc. This circumstance may ap- 
Bear to be a negligible detail, Buc I think that from tie 
standpoint of safeguards against a split and from the stend- 
point of whet I wrote sbove about the relationship between 
Stalin and Trotsky it is not a detail, or it is a detail 
which can assume decisive importance, 

eho elias 

Taken down by L.F. 
January lh, 1923 


Pombinuation of the notes. 
December 26, 1922 


The increase in the number of C.C, members to 50 or 
even 100 must, in my opinion,serve a dauble or even a treble 
Berpose: tne More members tnere are in ene CoC, . bie mere 
men will be trained in C.C, work and the less danger there 
wild be of @ split due to seme Jndisermerion, Whe enliscemeny 
of many workers to the C.C,. will help the workers to imvorove 
our administrative machinerv, which is oretty bad, We in- 
herited it, in effect, from the old regime, for it was abso- 
lutely imoossible to reorganise it in such a short time, 
especially in conditions of war, famine, etc, That is why 
those"critics" who point to the defects of our administra- 
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tive machinery out of mockery or malice may be calmly 
answered that they do not in the least understand the con- 
ditions of the revolutfon today, It is altogether impos- 
sible in five vears to reorganise the machinerv adecuate- 
ly, esvecially in the conditions in which our revolution 
took place, It is enough that in five years we have created 
anew type of state in Which the workers are leading the 
peasants against the bourgeoisie; and in a hostile inter- 
national environment this in itself is a gigantic achieve- 
ment, But knowledge of this must on no account blind us to 
the fact that, in effect, we took over the old machinery 

of state from the tsar and the bourgeoisie and that now, 
With the onset of rneace and the setisfaction of the minimum 
requirements against famine, all our work must be directed 
towards imoroving the edninistrative mechinery, 

I think that a few dozen workers, being members of 
the C.C., can deal better than anybody else with checking, 
imoroving and remodelling our state avparatus, The Workers! 
and Peasants! Inspection on whom this function devolved at 
the beginning proved unable to cone with it and can be used 
only as an "appendage" or, on certain conditions, as an 
asSistant to these members of the C.C, In my opinion, the 
Workers esdmitted to the Central Committee should come pre- 
ferably not from among those who heave had long service in 
Soviet bodies ( in this pert of my letter the term workers 
everywhere includes veasants), because those workers hsve 
already acauired the very traditions and the very prejudi- 
ces which it is desirable to combat, 

The working-class members of the C.C. must be mainly 
workers of a lower stratum than those vromoted in the last 
five years to work in Soviet bodies; they must be pveovle 
closer to being rank-and-file workers and peasants, who, 
however, do not fall into the category of direct or indi- 
rect exploiters. I think that by attending all sittings of 
the C.C, and all sittings of the Political Bureau, and by 
reading all the documents of the C,C,, such workers can 
form a staff of devoted sunvorters of the Soviet systen, 
able, first, to give stability to the C.C, itself, and se=- 
cond, to work effectively on the renewal and improvement of 
the state a pnaratus, 

Lenin 
Taken down by L.F, 
December 26, 1922 
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